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Area | - Analysis of Dredged Material Placed in Open Water
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Area 3 - Dredge Plant Equipment and Systems Processes

Area 4 - Vessel Positioning, Survey Controls, and Dredge Monitoring Systems
Area 5 - Management of Dredging Projects
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annual cost of about $400 million. Deﬁ01en—
cies in the dredging program have been docu-
mented by the Corps field operating Division
and District offices. Implementation of the
Dredging Research Program (DRP) to meet
demands of changing conditions related to
dredging activities, and the generation of sig-
nificant technology that will be adopted by all
dredging interests, are means to reduce the
cost of dredging the Nation’s waterways and
harbors and save taxpayer dollars.

RESEARCH: Investigations under DRP
Technical Area 2, “Material Properties Re-
lated to Navigation and Dredging,” developed
descriptors for bottom sediments to be
dredged, devised new drilling parameter re-
corder technology, designed and field-tested a
methodology for surveying navigation chan-
nels containing fluid mud, and developed
acoustic impedance techniques for performing
rapid measurements of characteristics of con-
solidated sediments.

SUMMARY: A geotechnical site-

investigation strategy for dredging projects
was developed and descrlptors were proposed
so that engineering properties of bottom sedi-
ments could be readily inferred. A drilling
parameter recorder and a point load test were
developed to reflect operation of a drill rig
and characteristics of the formation being
drilled. An instrumented towed sled was fab-
ricated which will ride automatically in a
channel of fluid mud at the level being de-
fined as navigable, thus serving as prima facie
evidence of the navigability of the material.

A waterborne seismic acoustic impedance sys-
tem was developed to rapidly, remotely, and
efficiently determine characteristics of subbot-
tom marine sediments as they relate to
dredging.

AVAILABILITY OF REPORT: The report
is available through the Interlibrary Loan
Service from the U.S. Army Engineer Water-
ways Experiment Station (WES) Library, tele-
phone number (601) 634-2355. National
Technical Information Service report numbers
may be requested from WES Librarians. To
purchase a copy of the report, call NTIS at
(703) 487-4780.

September 1995

Please reproduce this page locally, as needed.



Dredging Research Program Technical Report DRP-95-7
September 1995

vialeridal rroperuce neidied o N 1ydatiorl
and Dradaina: Qiimmarv Ranart far
CARENA BRI vuallls- WidlilligwAal ’ IIU'JVI & Wl
Technical Area 2
namnilad haay Fvndall 7 Lialaos
\aUIIIPIIUU [ 9] I—yllucll L. 11AITO

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

Waterways Experiment Station

3909 Halis Ferry Road

Vicksburg, MS 39180-6199
'Final report

Approved for public release; distribution is unlimited

Prepared for U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Washington, DC 20314-1000



) /)
pua-§ a
= e

U9 AIliy Wlpb
of anlqmr&

Waterwavs‘g:n;nmem | o = ﬂ e /*.

Station o /dw‘ \ ‘4{__/ .
l
\
I

O >

— 2 i AN Y
AN AR = ot R (A < S|
M&?Wm e - TS

U = BL R
WA A 2 )

R i =
S27 i | VAN
\ B AW o S e
AN
‘il s -
s —

e

Waterways Experiment Station Cataloging-in-Publication Data

Material properties related to navigation and dredging : summary report
for technicai area 2 / compiled by Lyndell Z. Hales ; prepared for U.S.

P 4 l__‘.....- A___

Army Coips of cngineers.
79p.:ill.;28cm. — ("‘ec.hn‘ca report ; DRP-85-7)

]
lncludes bibliographical references.
1. Dredging — Research. 2. Navigation — Research. 3. Marine
sediments — Acoustic properties. 4. Acoustic impedance. |. Hales,
Lyndell Z. 11. United States. Army. Corps of Engineers. 1ll. U.S. Army

Engineer Waterways Experiment Station. IV. Dredglng Research

Program (U.S.) V. Title: Summary report IOT technical area 2.
V1. Series: Technical report (U.S. Army Engineer Watanaave Cynariman

IIUO. QL TCPVIL (W, ATy L!lulllccl vvaiwcivwayo l—APU!IlIIUIIl

Station) ; DRP-95-7.
TA7 W34 no.DRP-95-7




Preface . ... ... e vil
Conversion Factors, Non-SI to SI Units of Measurement .. ........... ix
Summary . ... e e X
I—INtroducCtion . . .. ... .. . e 1
Rarlorannd 1
uau!\sluuuu ........................................... i
Report Orgamization . ................ i ninrnnn. 3
2—Descriptors for Bottom Sediments to be Dredged ... .............. 4
Geotechnical Site-Investigation Strategy for Dredging Projects . . ... ... 4
Geotechnical Descriptors for Sediments to be Dredged .. .......... 10
Geotechnical Evaluation of the Dredgeability of Sediments Using
GEODREDG . ... ...t e 15
3 Descriptors for Rock Material tobe Dredged . ... ... ... ... . ... 23
Drilling Parameter Recorder . .. .......... .. ... .. ... ... ..... 23
Point Load Test . ... ... ..ottt e 30
4—Measurement and Definition of Navigable Depth in Fluff and
Fluid Mud .. ... ... ... . . 36
Fluid Mud in Navigation Channels .. ............ .. ... .. ..., 37
Surveys in Fluid-Mud Channels .. ................ .. ... .... 37
Towed Sled ......... .. . ... . . 38
5—Rapid Measurements of Properties of Consolidated Sediments . ... ... 44
Technology Development . . .. .. ... ... ... ... . ... 44
Relationship of Al to Geotechnical Properties . . ................. 47
Boundary Conditions and Limitations ........................ 53
Attributes of the Al System . . .. .. ... ... .. .. .. L L 55
O—SYMOPSIS .« . i e e e 59
Descriptors for Bottom Sediments to be Dredged . ............... 59

Descriptors for Rock Material to be Dredged . ... ............... 61



<{

Measurement and Definition of Navigable Depth in Fluff and

FluidMud ......... ... ... . 62
Rapid Measurements of Properties of Consolidated Sediments . . . . . . 63
References ......... .. .. ... .. ... .. . . .. .. .. ... 65
SF 29
List of Figures
Figure 1.  Rate of clay-ball degradation versus relative velocity of
transport fluid at relative compaction = 80 percent . . . . .. .. 13
Figure 2. Directly measured drilling parameters . ... ........... .. 27
Figure 3.  Drill rig mechanical parameters calculated from raw data
showninFigure 2 .. ..... ... .. ... .. ... ... ... .. 28
Figure 4.  Four graphical forms of combined- -parameter estimate
of UCS from data shown in Figures 2 and 3 . ........... 29
Figure 5.  DPR drilling test comrelation with UCS .. ... ... ...... .. 31
Figure 6. PLT apparatus ........................... ... ... 32
Figure 7. Variation of U th correlation factor X where
K=UCS/IS(IIVIX}\geee::::;;; .................... 34
Figure 8 Towed sled for fiuid-mud channel surveys ............. 39
Figure 9 1991 predredging and postdredging acoustic survey depths,
Calcasieu River, Louisiana, entrance channel . . . ......... 41
Figure 10. 1991 predredging and postdredging sled depths, Calcasieu
River, Louisiana, entrance channel .. ............ . .. .. 42
Figure 11. Seismic acoustic impedance subbottom profiling for
dredging ............... .. .. .. ... 45
Figure 12. Computed Al versus in situ density compared to predicted
impedance function ......................... .. ... 49
Figure 13.  Black-and-white representation of a coior-coded 3-D
visualization of a portion of Oakland Harbor, California,
channel-deepening project . . ............ ... ... ... .. 50
Figure 14. 'WES integrated geophysical system for conducting Al
SUbDOLOM SUIVEYS . . .. ................. ... ... 51
Figure 15. Typical Al project flowchart .. .. .. ... . ... ... ... .. . 57
Figure 16 I data-processing flowchart .. ... ... ... .. ... . ... .. 58
g P g



Y7

£
w
—
2
=1
é»
=
5
N
a
-
§
o
B
=
o
«
X
) U
>>
3
<
[
=]
OQ
5
o
[¢]
-
>3
3 8
[¢]
2
=%
X1
v

This summary report was compiled by Dr. Lyndell Z. Hales, Coastal Engi-
neering Research Center (CERC), WES, and was extracted essentially verbatim
from Technical Area 2 reports.

Technical Area 2 studies were conducted by or under the following WES
supervision:

Geotechnical Laboratory (GL)—Dr. Jack Fowler (retired), Principal Investi-
gator, Soil Mechanics Branch (SMB) Soil and Rock Mechanics Division
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Hydraulics Laboratory (HL)—Mr. Allen M. Tee Principal ]nvcst_igar_ I
Estuarine Processes Branch (EPB), Estuaries D1v1snon (ED
McGee, Hydraulic Analysis Branch (HAB), Hydraulic Structures Division
(HSD); Mr. Michael P. Alexander, Estuarine Engineering Branch (EEB), ED;
and Mr. Glynn E. Banks, EEB. Additional supervision was provided by
Mr. William D. Martin, Chief, EEB; Dr. Bobby J. Brown (retired), Chief,
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Non-SI units of measurement used in this report can be converted to SI

units as follows

Multiply By To Obtain

cubic feet 0.02832 cubic metres

cubic yards 0.7645549 cubic metres

cubic yards per hour 0.7645549 cubic metres per hour

feet 0.3048 metres

feet per hour 0.00847 centimetres per second

feet per minute 0.005080 metres per second

feet per second 0.3048 metres per second

foot-pounds {forcs) 1.355818 metre-newtons or joules

inches 2.54 centimetres

pounds (force) 4.448222 newtons

pounds (force) per square inch 6.894757 kilopascals

pounds (force) per foot 14.89501 grams per centimetre

square feet 0.09290 square metrgs

tons (force) per square foot 9,773.6 kilograms per square metre
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Summary

This report summarizes research conducted under the Dredging Research
Program (DRP) Technical Area 2, “Material Properties Related to Navigation
and Dredging,” at the U.S. Army Engineer Waterways Experiment Station.
The purpose of this research was to develop new instrumentation and tech-
nology for more thorough subsurface investigations at dredging projects and to
refine descriptors for better communicating of knowledge from Corps geotech-
nical engineers to dredging contractors. These DRP products will provide
more comprehensive understanding of subbottom characteristics and will
reduce the impact of contractor claims regarding differing and changed site
conditions. Technical Area 2 was comprised of the following four specific
research topics.

“Descriptors for Bottom Sediments to be Dredged” provided a geotechnical
site investigation strategy for dredging projects and developed descriptors such
that engineering properties of bottom and subbottom sediments are either
directly given or can be readily inferred for engineering applications such as
dredgeability predictions. A knowledge-based expert system was developed
consisting of two modules (GEOSITE and DREDGARBL) to provide access to

D1oL18 22200 WAL 2L, Qi IRAGLYA | S04 )2 8 Auv Guvvuss

recorded expertise and guidance from experts in their respective fields, for use
by project planners, geotechnical engineers, and dredging estimators.

“Descriptors for Rock Material to be Dredged” developed a drilling parame-
ter recorder (DPR) and a point-load test (PLT) compressive strength indicator.
The DPR is a data-acquisition system for roller-bit drilling that monitors, mea-
sures, and records various physical parameters that reflect the operation of the
drill rig, thereby producing a record of the characteristics of the formation
being drilled. Calibration of DPR roller-bit holes with only a minimal number
of cored drill holes will significantly reduce the cost of subsurface exploration.
The PLT was developed to correlate weak saturated rock with unconfined
compressive strength, and a point-load index and unconfined compressive
strength (PLUCS) database system were created to store, retrieve, and compare
weak saturated rock test data.

“Measurement and Definition of Navigable Depth in Fluff and Fluid Mud”
developed a fluid-mud surveying system that integrates an instrumented towed

sled, a conventional duai-frequency acoustic depth sounder, and hydrographic
survey positioning-control and logging components. Many navigation channels



contain thick layers of fluid mud that impede navigation and restrict use of
conventional acoustic methods of surveying. The towed sled will furrow into
the fluid mud and ride automatically at the level being defined as navigable,
thus serving as prima facie evidence of the navigability of the material.

instrumentation and techniques to rapidly, remotely, and efficiently determine
characteristics of subbottom marine sediments as they relate to dredging. This
waterbomne seismic acoustic impedance (AI) system developed an electronic
package to send and analyze acoustic signals to provide geophysical informa-
tion such as density, shear strength, and grain size from the acoustic-
reflectivity strength of the signals and thus comprehensive subbottom data.

Xi



Chapter 1

amd

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers is involved in virtually every navigation
dredging operation performed in the United States. The Corps’ navigation
mission entails maintenance and improvement of about 40,000 km of navigable
channels serving about 400 ports, including 130 of the Nation’s 150 largest
cities. Dredging is a significant method for achieving the Corps’ navigation
mission. The Corps dredges an average annual 230 million cu m of sedimen-
tary material at an annual cost of about $400 mu ion. The Corps aiso supports

A - Ay (A ANT 1000

ie U.S. Navy’s mainienance and new-work dredging program (McNair 1989).
Background

Genesis of the Dredging Research Program

Significant changes occurred in the conduct of U.S. dredging operations and
the coordination of such dredging with environmental protection agencies as a

e 1 e 100
resuli of the National Environmental FOHC)’ Act of 1969 uosequem Federal
Tagiclatimm niithmato o S L S S
legislation authorized a bluuy of the ability of private coniractors to perfon 1
tha Natinn’e remivad maviaatinm Aen Aol antiiting  Mhat ctnd dptamina
WIT INAUvIL > ICHYULIT ldVlgdllUll UICuyuly atlviucd 1Hdt Sluu UCLClllllllCU
that ram natinnal amargancru rnnoidaratinne nnluy a minimal Eadaral Aeadon
uldr, 10N NauOhd: CICTrgendcy CONsSiGlrauisdns, oiuy a miniMal reGlrdl Gieage
fleet wac nereccary and the hull nf hanner_dradas artivitiee chiftad fram tha
TAVVL VY QA ll\/\l\/u)oulj, iU WiV vuLln vl IIUPP\/I ul\aub\/ ALLL Y IUILY Jillliva 11Ukl Jiv
once laroe Comg fleet to nrivate cectar contract hanner dredoec (Halac 1008)
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ed almost totall
ith passage of the
Water Resources Development Act of 1986. This legxslation authorized major
deepening and widening of existing navigation projects to accommodate mod-
em Navy and merchant vessels. Future changes in dredging are not expected
to be any less dramatic than those which occurred in recent years. The Corps
will continue to be challenged in pursuing optimal means of performing its
dredging activities. Implementation of an applied research and development
program to meet demands of changing conditions related to Corps dredging
activities and the generation of significant technology that will be adopted by
all dredging interests are means of reducing the cost of dredging the Nation’s
waterways and harbors.

which Corns’ dredging activities consisted

Introduction
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Dredging Research Program

The concept of the Dredging Research Program (DRP) emerged from iead-
PR B SNy Y G OSSR i o SUREE SNt § Jups PRSP & \ SR S R B o W DRI o ¥4 P
CISILP OI LOIPS 01 ENGUHICCTS nedaquadrnicers { 1g410n ang vredaging pivision
nnd THeantnenta AF Dacanenh amd Mavalamerant 7Z7TED T i tha arid 100N,
allu vlitLiviaic vl [Ghodaltll ddid X VOIVUPHICHL (LUIERLD}) 1Y UIC 1IIHU-170W)
(McNair 1988). It was realized early in the program development that research
should be directed toward addressing documented deficiencies identified by the
primary Corps users, namely the field operating Division and District offices.

research work tasks describing objectives, research methodologies, user prod-
ucts, and time/cost schedules. CERD delegated primary responsibility for
developing the DRP to the U.S. Army Engineer Waterways Experiment Station
(WES). The 7-year, $35-million DRP, initiated in FY88, achieved all major
milestones, goals, and objectives scheduled in the program-planning process.

A major DRP objective was the development of equipment, instrumenta-
tion, software, and operational monitoring and management procedures to
reduce the cost of dredging the Nation’s waterways and harbors to a minimum

consistent with Corps mission requirements and environmental responsibility.
Mha MDD ~nemaictad A€ £ danhiominnl nnane Corme csrllinle sosmomss ALl md smomn A mdoy
1L1IC PR LLUIDDICU U1 11V 1ICCIUCdL 4iCdy 110111 men imdiry disunct proauces
wora snaratad and annnal and Aana_tima dirant and indirant lhanafito wrnea

U daiid aildiuail IU ULIC-UiC Uulicut U HIU1ICLUL UCIICi] wCicC

Q

b. Technical Area 2. Material Properties Related to Navigation and
Dredging. -

¢. Technical Area 3. Dredge Plant Equipment and Systems Processes.

d. Technical Area 4. Vessel Positioning, Survey Controls, and Dredge
Monitoring Systems.

e. Technical Area 5. Management of Dredging Projects.
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research areas included:

2

a. Descriptors for bottom sediments to be dredged.

b. Descriptors for rock material to be dredged.

Chapter 1 Introduction



Chapter 1

¢. Measurement and definition of navigable depth in fluff and fluid mud.

d. - Rapid measurements of properties of consolidated sediments.

Report Organization

Chapter 2 of this summary report of Technical Area 2 presents (a) a geo-
technical site-investigation strategy for dredging projects; (b) geotechnical
factors in the dredgeability of sediments and the resulting descriptors for sedi-
ments to be dredged; (c) guidance in the geotechnical evaluation of the dredge-
ability of sediments using a knowledge-based expert system GEODREDG that
contains two subsystems, DREDGABL and GEOSITE; and (d) geotechnical
engineering knowledge gained from DRP research as applicable to reducing
contract claims of changed conditions at dredging sites.

Chapter 3 describes new technology developed by the DRP to enhance the
ablhty of the Corps to obtam more prec1se ana comprenensnve geotecnmcal

claims of aurenng site conditions, with particular reference to new-work rock
dredging. Two of these enhanced geotechnical devices are the drilling parame-
ter recorder (DPR) and the point load test (PLT)
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tions through better definition of what areas actually requlre dredging or ‘have
been sufficiently dredged, establishing more meaningful dredging priorities,
and scheduling dredging cycles.

Chapter 5 discusses the development of a technique to rapidly, remotely,
and efficiently determine characteristics of subbottom marine sediments as they
relate to dredging. A digital data-acquisition system was combined with spe-
cialized processing software to accurately assess bottom and subbottom condi-
tions in situ, which resulted in a waterborne seismic acoustic impedance (AI)
technique for subbottom imaging.

Introduction

w



2 Descriptors for Bottom
Sediments to be Dredged

The methods of observation and the descriptors currently being used to
characterize bottom sediments to be dredged represent a mixture adopted
(sometimes not adapted) from diverse fields such as environmental engineer-
ing, geology, soil mechanics, and foundation engineering. Descriptors needed
to be developed such that engineering properties are either directly given or
can be readily inferred for engineering applications such as dredgeability pre-
diction (Calhoun et al. 1986). The term ’dredgeability’ is taken to mean the
ability to excavate underwater, remove to the surface, transport, and deposit
sediments with respect to known or assumed equipment, methods, and in situ

§ PR

1 characteristics.

naicr

Geotechnical Site-jﬁve"tigaticr Strategy for
Dredging Projects’

The objective of a geotechnical site investigation for a dredging project is
to obtain the most complete and accurate estimate of the location and character
of the materials to be dredged that is possible within the limits of available
time, money, and practicality. This information must then be communicated in
a readily understood manner to all persons involved in the design, cost estima-
tion, and construction of the project. A site investigation for dredging consists
of studies of all available existing information augmented by geophysical and
geotechnical subbottom investigations, including the sampling and testing of
soils. Data are summarized in a predicted geotechnical subbottom profile.

The vaiidity of the predicted profile is dependent on the type and amount of
site investigation and on the knowledge and skill of the interpreter(s) of the
data.

DA o b Al Am o meniant avra affontad he tha s nivntnae; ol o tha amsmtoen
Dids supmitied On a project arc aiiecica by inc monetary nsks the contrac-
il idar thai rtaint it th h
tors are willing to take after considering their uncertainty about the character
and location of the materials to be dredged. The greater the risk from
1
This section of Chapter 2 was extracted from Spigolon (1993b,c)



incomplete information, the greater that part of the bid price that considers the
risk. If unforeseen adverse site conditions are encountered, the contractor may
- file a claim for changed conditions. Therefore, the amount to be spent on a
site investigation by the owner is directly related to the amount that the bid
price and the total cost involved in processing claims for changed conditions

e PR camtanhemt Anl slia

can be reduced by the availability of a more comprehensive geotechnical site

The strategy or plan for a geotechnical subbottom investigation must con-
sider three general factors that establish the necessary scope of the study:
(a) variability of the natural soil deposits, (b) size of the sampling and testing

program, and (c) the value of additional information.

=]

Variability of natural soil deposits. A single homogeneous soil deposit
for a single property (e.g., shear strength) is most effectively characterized by
defining the trend line of local average values and the variability of individual
test values about that trend line. Variability in the measured test results from
the average stems from three causes: (a) natural variations in the composition
of the material, (b) natural variations in the deposition process, and (c) varia-
tions due to the sampling and testing process.

Size of sampling and testing program. The amount of information
needed to reduce uncertainty in site characterization to an acceptable level is a
function of the complexity of the soil deposits at the site. If the entire project
consisted of one soil type with a uniform set of properties and no variation
with distance, then only one sample would need to be tested. Ags site charac-
teristics become more complex, the amount of site-investigation effort (i.e., the
number of borings and samples) needed to reduce uncertainty increases. There
is a maximum fo the curve of amount of site-investigation effort that is useful

versus complexity of site properties. If the site is highly complex and hetero-
geneous, the amount of necessary site-investigation effort drops because no
reasonable amount of site exploration can characterize the site adequately. In
that case, there need only be sufficient site-investigation effort to establish, to a
reasonable level of certainty, that the site is highly complex. The dredging
contractor’s bid amount will be increased accordingly.

Value of additional information. In preparing a bid, the dredging con-
tractor is faced with risks from a number of unknowns, including weather,
personnel, and equipment. The risk factors also include geotechnical risk
(i.e., soil types to be encountered, difficulty of dredging them, cost of mobili-
zation of the wrong equipment for the soil types, and cost of pursuing a claim
of changed conditions). Hence, all contractors must inciude in their bid price a
cost of anticipated risk, including the geotechnical risk.

If o Aeadaing rnrniert 1o nffarad far Rid ith Anly minimal genterhnical
11 @ areéaging projeci is O1ilred 101 0ia wiul Oiuy minimadl geOi1Clinicdl
knowledge available, then a cost associated with geotechnical risk will be part

Chapter 2 Descriptors for Bottom Sediments to be Dredged
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of the total project cost as reflected in the bid price. Altematively, assume that
a very extensive geotechnical site investigation has been made; so extensive
that the knowledge of the soil profile could be called perfect. The contractor

now has all knowledge beforehand needed to match equipment to soil type and
character; to schedule equipment; and to determine fuel, personnel, and wear
costs. There is absolutely no risk in the project due to lack of knowledge of
the characteristics of the soils in the dredging prism. This savings in bid price
is the value of perfect information and represents an upper limit of project

savings due to the availability of complete geotechnical information.

If the cost of obtaining geotechnical site information is a linear function of
the value of that information, then the optimum level of site investigation
occurs where the cost of obtaining the geotechnical information curve inter-
sects the value of sample information curve on a plot of project cost versus
amount of pertinent information.

Dredgeabillity properties of soil sediments

Soil sediments have different dredgeability properties during the three dis-

LlllbL SLAECd Ul a UICUgillg pIU_]CLl \CXLdlelUIl rCHlUle :mu l.l'dIlprl'[, dﬂu (115'
posal). Dredgeability properties for each stage of the operation include:

a. FExcavation stage.

(1) Suctionability. Facility with which a sediment can be excavated
by plain suction (the sediment is drawn into a hydraulic pipe at or
very near its in situ density, i.e., with little or no diluting water).

(2) Erodibility (scourability). Ease with which a sediment can be
excavated by shearing or direct impact of a fluid moving parallel
or at an angle to the sediment surface.

(3) Cuttability. Relative ease with which a sediment can be exca-
vated by a blade, knife, or plow. Properties that govern cuttability
include shear strength, grain-size distribution (percent fines), plas-
ticity, and adhesion to the metal cutting surface.

(4) Scoopability (digability). Ease with which a sediment can be
excavated or dislodged using the cutting edge of a scoop, bucket,
or shovel.

(5) Flowability (slope instability). Facility of a sloped soil deposit to

fail and flow into an excavation at its lowest end, the instability of
a sloped soil.

Chapter 2 Descriptors for Bottom Sediments to be Dredged



b. Removal and transport stage.

(1) Pumpability. Ease with which a soil slurry can be pumped in a
pipeline. Sediment type is only one of the factors influencing the
energy needed for pipeline transport of sediments. The required
energy depends on the typical grain size of the sedimem def"med

P WaVa et

(2) Sedimentation rate. Rate at which a particle will settle in still
water, such as within a dump scow, is a function of grain diameter
and the viscosity of the fluid. A.usessmem of settleability requires
knowledge of grain-size di rl_l n (percent silt and percent clay),
plasticity of the fines, and

(3) Bulking factor of redeposited soils. Ratio of the volume occu-
pied by a given amount of soil in a dump scow immediately after
deposition by a dredging process, to the volume occupied by the
same amount of soil in situ. Deposition volume of a soil is not
constant but depends on grain-size distribution, flocculation capac-
ity, percentage of fines (silt and clay), and plasticity.

¢. Disposal stage.

(1) Dumpability. Cohesive soiis that have a medium to high plastic-
i‘ly index (PI) may adhere to the barge or other equipment during
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(3) Compactability. Machine compaction to a specification limit in a
land disposal area requires either granular soil or low-plasticity
cohesive soil that has dried to approximately the plastic limit water
content. All soils at almost any water content can be densified
mechanically, but not to specified limits.

Procedure for a geotechnical site investigation

A geotechnical site investigation for a dredging project must answer several

questions:
a. How many different soil and rock deposiis are there within the pro-
ging prism? Where are they locaied and what is their

Chapter 2 Descriptors for Bottom Sediments to be Dredged
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c. Are the deposits homogeneous, heterogeneous, or do the properties
trend in a known or predictable manner?

Site-investigation procedure. The procedure for a typical geotechnical site
investigation for a dredging project contains the following steps:

a. A review is made of all available pertinent information.

b. Based on prior information, an initial hypothesis of the geotechnical

~s 1 = _ £L£21 . * 1 1 1 a1 N e . -

subbottom profile is developed, including the types, configuration, and

gantanhninngl Alanantar ~F tha qeilabearnn 02T o

geotecnnical character of the subbottom soils present

i atinn ¢ eniffiniant far o st T N

c. If the available information is sufficient for the project, the siie investi-

gation is terminated. If not, then an estimate is made of site variability.

If the site variability is not well-known, then a geophysical survey may

be appropriate.

d. Where appropriate, continuous subbottom information is obtained b
geophysical studies using acoustic subbottom profiling or other suitable
methods. Ground-truth correlation is required.

e. If the updated geotechnical information is now sufficient for the project,
the site investigation is terminated.

/. If the amended subsurface profile estimate is still not sufficient, then a
geotechnical physical site-exploration plan is formulated. Number and
location of the test sites will be dictated by site variability.

g- At each test site, specific depths and methods are selected for sampling
and testing the subbottom materials. Sampling depth may be reached
by drilling or digging pits. A description and classification are made

for each sampie.

i rmati s 7ad A viewed far
h. The new geotechnical information is summarized and reviewed for
consistency with the previous profile estimate.
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i. If the revised subbottom profile estimate is now sufficient for the pro-
ject, the site investigation is terminated. However, if more information
is required, then additional geophysical and/or geotechnical sampling
and testing are done. This iteration is continuec

ciency is reached.
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Geophysical investigation methods. Using direct contact with the soil
deposit at various points, a large mass of soil can be investigated using electri-
cal, acoustical, or seismic waves transmitted through the mass. Geophysical
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The distinguishing character of all geophysical methods is the ability to
provide a continuous soil profile with only a few general soil characteristics
indicated. These methods require extensive calibration usually with ground-
truth studies of the in situ project soils. Ground-truth tests indicate only the
characteristics of the soils in the immediate location of the boring or pit.
Extrapolation of the data between borings or pits requires considerable inter-
pretation of all other available data. Stratification that may be inferred from
one boring or a group of borings may not be valid because of discontinuities
or inclusions that have been missed. Drilling and profiling are complementary
in many ways. The strength of one is the wcaxness of the other and vice
versa, Most available g Upn)'b]Cfﬁ sysiems can be operaied from a vessel,

3 h

Three terms regarding soil sampling deserve strict definition: in situ, undis-
turbed sample, and representative sample. In situ derives from the Latin
expression translated as “at the site” and is generally used to indicate the con-
dition of a soil as it exists in its naturally placed location before intervention
by man or machine. A truly undisturbed sample is one that maintains all of
the in situ soil mass characteristics (including shape; volume; pore pressure;
and grain size, orientation, and structure) and the in situ horizontal and vertical
pressures. In reality, a so-called undisturbed sample cannot completely retain .
all of these attributes. A representative sample may be remolded slightly or
completely; i.e., it contains all of the soil materials, both solids and fluids, of
its in situ state but does not maintain the structure, grain orientation, or in situ

density. Such samples are appropriate for soil material property tests but not
for soil ma operties tests. Laboratory strength iests of clays are heavily
n

The practical development and imnl(:m_,ntaﬁ(m_ Qf a site-investigation strat-
egy for a dredgin g site in
cific questions.

a. What should the scope of the investigation be?

(1) Is existing information about the subsurface condition at the site
sufficient?

(2) Will a geophysical exploration be useful?
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(5) Where should the exploration sites be located?

b. What should be done at each individual exploration site?

(1) How many samples and/or field tests should be made in the verti-
cal reach?

(2) What kind of samples and/or field tests should be made?

(3) Would a boring or a test pit be used? If a boring, what kind of

boring?
(4) What kind of work platform should be used?
/RN Whisnh TalhAaratnm: tacte chnanild la smmvada Aan tha cnmmnlac?
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The develnpment of a site-investigation strategy is typically done by the
owner’s organization without consultation with the dredging contractors inter-

ested in bidding lhe job. It is unrealistic to expect the contractor to take risks
due to incomplete knowledge about the soil characteristics. The sensible
objective should be to provide all contractors with a sufficient amount of geo-
technical site information so that determining who gets the job depends only
on the contractor’s capability to manage personnel, equipment, scheduling, and
financing. Sufficiency of a site investigation is a matter of the contractor’s
personal aversion to risk.

Geotechnical Descriptors for Sediments to be
Dredged’
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A descrintor 1§ defined ag ““a word. phrace. or alnhanumeric svmbol nged to

v AeSenptor 1§ defined as a word, pharase, or aiphanumernc symoo! used [0
identify an item.” Numerical test data can be communicated easily using com-
puter database methods. However, this method does not indicate or infer
dredgeability directly. Descriptive terms provide word equivalents to the




numbers resulting from soil-identification tests. When numerical definitions

. for the words are consistent, word descriptors are practical for communicating

Chapter 2
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into classification groups with each group representing an assessment or rating
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of dredgeability, (c) test results from a specific test device or suite of devices,
or (d) some combination of these. Spigolon (1993a) proposed consistent
descriptive terms for sediments to be dredged.

Classification indicates a rating or grouping of soil properties into prede-
fined classes according to expected or potential behavior in service. Spigolon
(1993a) also proposed a Dredging Classification System that considers all of
the dredging processes: (a) excavation, (b) removal and transport, and
(c) deposition, as well as all types of dredging mechanisms and equipment.
Eight sediment categories are defined.

characterizing the dredgeability o g uiar soils wer
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of friction and indirectly the coefficient of permeability of the soil. Permeabil-
ity is used as a measure indicating the ability of the soil to dissipate excessive

pore-water pressure developed during dredge cutting. Consequently, perme-
ability affects the shear strength of the soil when rapid shear (i.e., dredge
cutting) is applied and thus influences the dredgeability.

A step-by-step procedure to determine the descriptors includes field tests to
estimate in situ density and water content, as well as simple laboratory tests to
identify the soil and its maximum/minimum densities. As a result, the relative
density of the soil, including gravel, sand, and silt, can be estimated. By mod-
ifying existing correlations commonly used in foundation engineering, the
shear strength and subsequently the descriptors for dredgeability were estab-
1ished To verify the value of a descriptor for sandy soils, conducting either

Standard Penetratlon Test (SPT) or Cone Penetration Test (CPT) is recom-
ner ded. Since these two tests are iess direct in defining the descriptor as
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The descrintors of Table 1 were developed based on fundamental concents

The descriptors of Table 1 were developed based on fundamental concepts
in soil mechanics. However, they contain a conversion that was based on
judgement (i.e., n_hvsiCal p_(vp(.‘l’ti(fs of gr.L_ular soils a_,, O nvem‘d into a quali-

It should be pointed out that there is insufficient relevant experience in the
dredging discipline to verify the accuracy of the scale chosen for the
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Table 1
Descriptors Associated with Dredge Cutting Difficulty for
Granular Sediments

Dredging Difficulty F(ating1

Permeability
Angle of
Internal Friction | High Medium Low Condition
Less than 25° 1 1 1-2 Very loose
25° - 30° 2 2 2-3 Loose
30° - 35° 3 2-3 3-4 Medium
35° - 39° 4 3-4 4-5 Dense
Greater than 39° | 5§ 5 5 Very dense

1 Descriptors equivalent to dredging rating: 1 = Very easy, 2 = Easy, 3 = Normal, 4 = Difficult,
5 = Very difficult.

descriptors. Therefore, it was recommended by Leshchinsky (1994) that the
descriptors be used as a basis for future adjustment and refinement in conjunc-
tion with actual dredging operations applying the suggested procedure for
determination of the difficulty rating. Special attention should be given to silty
soils.

Degradation of hydraulically transported clay balls. Materials that are
difficult to cut (i.e., boulders or cobbles) are best removed by mechanical -
means, such as a bucket or clamshell dredge. Extremely loose soils are best
removed by pure suction, such as a dustpan or hopper dredge. Cohesive or
dense soils are most efficiently cut and moved by a suction cutterhead dredge.

Friction losses and energy expended by transporting material through a
pipeline are greatly dependent on the type and rate of dredged material being
hydraulically transported. Cohesive soils excavated by a cutterhead typically
move into a pipeline as lumps. Similar to noncohesive soils, cohesive ones
also are transported through the pipeline by fluid velocity and turbulence.
However, unlike sand, if the lumps are not friable, they will be carried as a
moving bed in the bottom of the pipe.

Because moving-bed flow is less cfficient than suspended-particle flow, the
intake of clay materials must be reduced to keep friction and adhesion losses
low enough to maintain flow. If the clay is sticky, it may clod and create clay
balls (i.e., particles may adhere to each other). As a result, clay materials are
typically transported at 4 to S percent by volume of in situ material to the total
flow in the pipeline. However, some clays begin to slurrify as they are trans-
ported, resulting in a decrease in friction loss, thus resulting in a higher per-
centage of solids.
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A method for determining degradation of clays undergoing hydraulic trans-
port was developed by Richter and Leshchinsky (1994). The clays were tested
- at different compaction levels as related to maximum standard Proctor density.
Results of the testing program clearly showed that plasticity and relative com-
paction have significant effects on rate of degradation.

Degradation effects caused by hydraulic transport were presented by Richter
and Leshchinsky (1994) in a convenient form of design charts. This allows
predictions regarding degradation to be easily made based on simple and rele-
vant geotechnical properties of the clay to be dredged. An example of these
design charts is presented in Figure 1. To use the charts, three properties of
the soil to be dredged must be determined, and the hydraulic conditions under
which it will be transported must be known. The soil properties needed are
the plasticity index (PI) of the soil; the maximum standard Proctor dry density
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Figure 1. Rate of clay-ball degradation versus relative velocity of transport fluid at relative
compaction = 80 percent
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of the soil; and the field dry density of the clay, which is a measure of how
compact the soil is in its natural state.

Determination of these three properties is a simple and Telaﬁvtn_y INEXperni-
sive process. The hydraulic transport condition needed to make degradation
predictions is the velocity of the transport fluid relative to the velocity of the
clay lumps. This can be estimated as the difference between the pipeline dis-
charge (i.e., cubic yards of liquid per hour)! minus the excavation (produc-

ety LUUILL LRAVASS Y

tion) rate (i.e., cublc yards of excavated clay per hour), divided by the pipe
cross-sectional area.

The results presented by Richter and Leshchinsky (1994) have important
applications for the dredging industry because they can be used to predict
dredged clay behavior. These results provide a rational link between the geo-
technical characteristics of clays and the behavior of the material when
dredged and transported by cutterhead-dredge pipeline methods.

Proposed dredging classification system. Soil classification systems have
been established, and are described in the geotechnical engineering textbooks,
for various construction-related uses to rate (i.c., indicate suitability of) soils
for use in a specific application. Most of them utilize the soil material proper-
ties of the disturbed soil as the basis for class grouping without concem for the
original in situ mass properties because the systems were developed for appli-
cation to the use of the soil as a construction material. None of the existing
systems indicate dredgeability either directly or indirectly because none of
thom incrliida in gtrangth Adirantle Alacoifinatione =z

them include in situ strength directly in the classification, nor do they address
any other direct needs of the dredging and disposal process.

A classification system for directly indicating or readily inferring the
dredgeability of in situ sediments should be based on the following dredgeabil-

ity properties:

a. Excavation properties: suctionability, erodability (scourability), cut-
tability (affected by friability), scoopability, and flowability (underwater
slope stability).

b.  Removal and transport properties: pumpability (affected by rheologic
properties of slurry), abrasability (abrasiveness in a pipeline), clay ball-
ing (affected by stickiness), sedimentation rate in a hopper, and amount
of bulking.

¢. Disposal properties: dumpability (affected by friability and stickiness),
sedimentation rate in a disposal area, amount of bulking, and
compactability.

1 A table of factors for converting non-S] units of measurement to SI units is presented on

page ix.
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It has been suggested by Spigolon (1993a) that sediments be placed in the
eight groups shown in Table 2, each with different fundamental dredging char-

acteristics. Ww-wOrk dredging may encounier any of the eight groups. Main-
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that rock, shale, and cemented soils have been pretreated by blasting, ripping,
or any other suitable method. At that point, the material becomes a group of
broken angular fragments and can be dredged using one or another of the
standard dredging equipment systems

There is a continual need for the guidance and training of those persons
lacking knowledge and experience in the dredgeability analysis of geotechnical
data. It is desirable to retain the expertise of capable persons involved in
dredging-related fieids and io make their experience availabie. One highiy
useful manner for retammg this knowlcdge and makmg it available is by
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KBES

A KBES is a computer program for the type of problem that uires

expertise in a field or discipline for its solution. Conventional programs gen-
erally use algorithmic (repetitive) procedures in a predefined sequence for
processing data that are primarily numerical. The information (knowledge)
and the method of controlling it are integrated; this inhibits mid-run changes in
procedure. A KBES uses expertly derived rules for its solutions; the rules can
incorporate and process judgement, experience, empirical rules of thumb, intu-
ition, and other expertise as well as proven functional relationships and experi-
mental evidence.

The knowledge base contains a database of facts and “IF - THEN” rule
statements that include all of the “IF” questions a typical user is expected to

ask and all of the “THEN” solutions. The control system (inference engine) i
independent of the knowledge base. An independent explanation facility, con-
sisting of a series of individually accessible texts on relevant topics, is used to
explain the rationale for the rules. The scparate knowledge base and expla-
nation facility may be edited and modified without changing the other compo-
nents of the program.

Spigolon and Bakeer (1993) developed a KBES called GEODREDG to
provide access to recorded expertise and guidance from experts in the fields of
project planning, geotechnical engineering, and dredging estimation.

This section of Chapter 2 was extracted from Spigolon and Bakeer (1993, 1994, and in
preparation).
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Table 2

Proposed Dredging Sediment Classification System

Category

Properties

Group R: Rock and Coral

Geotechnical properties

Rock is massive, solid (nongranular), inorganic mineral
matter with an unconfined compressive strength
exceeding 1,000 kPa (10 Tsf). Coral consists of living
calcareous organisms usually formed into a massive
offshore reef.

Excavation properties

Hard rock and coral require blasting to break the mass
into fragments that can be removed by normal dredging
equipment. Softer rock and coral can be easily cut or
ripped into small fragments. Cut slopes are stable.

Removal and transport properties

Blasted or ripped rock fragments behave like Group B,
“Boulders and Cobbles.” Hard rock fragments can be
abrasive in pipelines.

Disposal properties

Blasted or ripped rock fragments behave like Group B,
“Boulders and Cobbles.”

Group S: Shale and Cemented Soils

Gotechnical properties

Highly compressed clays (shale) or rocklike soils
cemented with iron oxide, lime, silica, calcium, or mag-
nesia; have unconfined compressive strength below
that of rock.

Excavation properties

Require cutting, ripping, or blasting; usually breaks up
into small particles. Cut slopes are stable.

Removal and transport properties

Fragments can be removed and transported using
either hydraulic or mechanical methods; energy require-
ment is function of fragment size distribution. Hard
angular fragments can be very abrasive in pipeline.

Disposal properties

Behavior similar to cobbles or coarse gravel; shale
fragments may soften appreciably in air or water.

Group B: Bould

ers and Cobbles

Geotechnical properties

Material is dominantly blasted rock fragments or natural
boulders and cobbles; deposit typically contains mixture
with gravel, sand, and fines; usually insignificant
amounts of nonplastic fines. Usually dense and shear
strength derives almost entirely from grain-to-grain
contact.

Excavation properties

Usually excavated by mechanical methods (scooping).
Hydrautic methods are usually inefficient.

Removal and transport properties

Not easily moved hydraulically. Requires high velocity/
high volume hydraulic removal methods or mechanical
(bucket) removal and transport methods.

Disposal properties

Dumping is easy and coarse patrticles settle very fast.
Very difficult to compact beyond dumped density
because of grain-to-grain contact. Low bulking factor.

(Sheet 1 of 3)
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Table 2 (Continued)

Category » Properties

roup G: Ciean Granuiar Soiis

Geotechnical properties Material is gravel, sand, or coarse silt with little or no
plasticity; will not stand unconfined if dry. Shear
otramathh Aarivias freaos ealadi Admem i ~ . :L .

suengin Gerves wom reiative Uellblly grd"l anguiarity,
and lack of fines.

to aeilu tindar kuAm-...liA l\b‘o\h;ﬂ\'\ 7S

Excavates easily under nydraulic erosion (scour). Has
high frlablht Easily cut or scooped. Slopes not sta-
ble; tend to flow easily to angle of underwater repose.

Removal and transport properties Easily removed and transported hydraulically. Particles
settle very quickly in a hopper. Readily transported in
a pipeiine siurry; energy required is a function of
median nmm, size. | Large narticles contribute to nine-

[ AN parutGios COMmnuuie 10 pipe

line wear. Bulking factors are low.

Disposal properties Dumps easily. Settles quickly in disposal area. Clean

granular sons (few or no plastnc flnes) will densify with
vibration. Typically does not respond well to mechani-

~f Y-y

Cai compaction.

Group F: Friable Mixed-Grain Soils

soils, such as small gravel, sand, silt with appremable
clay content. Strength derives from combination of

i i inti hocinn diin ta ~la Er
grain-to-grain friction and cohesion due to clay. Fria

due to low plasticity of -No. 40 fraction.

Geotechnical properties Material is mixed-grain soils or low plasticity friable

Excavation prgperties Not easilv suctioned: too dence ar tan miish nlav far

avation properties Not easily sucticned; too dense or toc much clay for
easy erosion; typically suitable for cutting or ripping
process Easily soooped Well suited to cutter suction

or bucket-wheei suction process. Underwater siopes
do not flow easily; are fairly stable.

Caolly,

ransport properties The soil is friable and will disintegrate during excava-
tion and hydraulic removal; quI enter easily into a pipe-

line slurry. Clay balling is normally not encountered.
Sedimentation rate in hopper is typically fast, although

dicintoaratad finas may not PPN

an {'¥
UIOIIIIUHIGKUU TS rhay vt hclllﬁ quu.my

Disposai properties Usually will respond well to mechanical compaction but

Group C: Cohesive Soils

Geotechnical properties These are massive fine-grained soils, typically firm to
hard clays and silty clays of medium to high plasticity.
Not friable. Have sufficient density and clay content to
have unconfined compressive strength. Exhibit plastic-
ity, cohesiveness, and dry strength. Little or no grain-
to-grain contact; shear strength derives from density,

stress history, and amount and type of clay.

Excavation properties Not friable (will not crumble easily); will not suction or
erode; may be excavated using cutting or scooping.
Underwater slopes are usually stable except for very
soft clays.
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Table 2 (Concluded)

Category -

Properties

Group C: Cohesive Soils (Continued)

Removal and transport properties

Probably form clods during mechanical transport or clay
balls in hydraulic pipeline. Low abrasion in pipeline.
Will not settle rapidly in hopper; will usually overflow.

Disposal properties

Often sticky when water content is high. Take appre-
ciable time to settle in land disposal area. The cohe-
siveness of the clay prevents the soil from densifying
with vibration. Bulking is fairly high.

Group O: Highly Organic Soils

Geotechnical properties

Peat, humus, and swamp soils are examples. Typically
has a spongy consistency, a high water content, and
dark brown to black color, although the color alone is
not an indicator. Usuaily has an organic odor in a fresh
sample or in wet sample that has been heated. Has a
fibrous to amorphous texture and often contains vege-
table matter (sticks, leaves, etc.).

Excavation properties

May be cut or scooped. Behaves like a soft to firm
cohesive soil (Group C), unless fibrous matter inter-
feres with cutting.

Removal and transport properties

High gas content may interfere with hydraulic suction.
Fibrous matter content may interfere with pipeline
transport. Easily moved mechanically.

Disposal properties

Organic matter is not usually desirable in a disposal
area. Ocean disposal may leave some fibrous matter
floating or in suspension. Not easily compacted
because of sponginess.

Group M:

Fiuid Mud

Geotechnical properties

Mud found at or near the surface of the bottom in
harbors and other areas of slow current. Extremely low
shear strength; has no unconfined compressive
strength; physically behaves like a fluid, i.e., sample
will not retain its shape. The solids are mainly silt and
clay of low to high plasticity, but may have some very
fine sand. Invariably has a very low density and very
high water content in situ.

Excavation properties

Easily suctioned at or near in-situ density without
dilution water. Erodes easily with very little dilution
water added. WIill not stand on slope.

Removal and transport properties

Easily transported in a pipeline; may require addition of
dilution water for improved flowability. Fine grains will
not settle quickly in a hopper or in a disposal area.

Disposal properties

Fine-grained soils do not settle quickly in disposal.

(Sheet 3 of 3)
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GEODREDG consists of two interrelated KBES programs that have been
developed as part of an overall system:

a. GEOSITE. Guidance for geotechnical engineers and engineering geolo-
gists in the selection of methods and equipment for the sampling and
strength testing, field and laboratory, of sediments to obtain the infor-
mation necessary for evaluation of the dredgeability of the sediments.

b. DREDGABL. Guidance in the interpretation of geotechnical properties
data for estimating the dredgeability of sediments. Intended to serve
the planner or estimator as a personal geotechnical engineering and
dredging expert consuitant.

GEOSITE

The objective of GEOSITE is to provide guidance from geotechnical engi-
neering experts for the selection of equipment and methods for a subsurface
investigation at an individual exploration site for a dredging project. It is
assumed that the number and locations of the mmlnrm!nn sites have anVI I

been established and that there is a general knowledge of the types of sedl-
ments to be expected at the site. The GEOSITE program recommends (a) sed-
iment sampling methods, (b) in situ strength testing methods, considering all of
the appropriate sampler/testing method combinations, (c) methods for accessing
the sampling/testing depth, (d) suitable field work platforms, and (e) material
identification tests.

GEOSITE user’s guide. The user’s guide for GEOSITE, prepared by
Spigolon and Bakeer (in preparation), contains explicit detailed instructions for
application of GEOSITE to a prototype dredging site and operational instruc-
tions for navigating through the GEOSITE program, which includes:

a. Installation instructions—guidance for placing the Windows version
and/or the MS-DOS version of GEOSITE on the user’s hard disk.

b. Operating instructions—each of the data-selection (input) display and

conclusion display screens is discussed and a description of the discus-
sion (help) screen system is presented.

c. Discussion of background topics—first, there is a general discussion of

[3] Q A tha t1 1
KBES and the manner in which they function. Second, the rationale

for selecting a relational database-management system as the expert
system development shell is presented. Third, the relationship of a
KBES to a printed report is examined.

d. Potential future modifications to the GEOSITE program—the requested
review information is intended primarily for use by programmers and
administrators of the development version of GEOSITE.

Chapter 2 Descriptors for Bottom Sediments to be Dredged
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MS-DOS version are available on request to the Scientific and Engineering
Applications Center, Information Technology Laboratory, ATTN: CEWES

IM-DS, USAE Waterways Experiment Station, Vicksburg, MS 39180-6199.
GEOSITE problem-solving strategy. GEOSITE contains seven know-
ledge bases: (a) SAMPLING; (b) TESTING; (c) ACCESS; (d) PLATFORM,;

(e) MATTEST; (f) DENSITY; and (g) ROCKSURF. GEOSITE uses a
forward-chaining or data-driven problem-solving strategy. The knowledge
representation is rule-based, each rule consisting of an IF-AND<antece-
dents>... THEN<conclusion> statement. One rule exists for each of the total
finite number of options in the antecedents. In the present version of
GEOSITE, there are 3,780 rules in the seven knowledge bases. Ideally, each
unique set of antecedent options leads to a single conclusion.
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the preparation of future upgraded versions of the program

The program diskettes accompanying the User’s Guide are read-only (i.e.,
any changes entered onto the display screens during a guidance session cannot
be stored). The original development version of the program can only be
modified by using the Microsoft FoxPro 2.5 Relational Database Management
System. The original program diskettes reside with the Manager of the Dredg-
ing Operations Technical Support (DOTS) Program, USAE Waterways Experi-
ment Station, ATTN: CEWES-EP-D, 3909 Halls Ferry Road, Vicksburg, MS
39180-6199.
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DREDGABL provides an expert evaluation of the dredgeability characteris-
tics of specific sediments whose geotechnical properties are described in the
dredging contract documents. Advice also is given about the suitability of
various types of dredging equipment for use with those sediments, based on
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DREDGABL user’s guide. The user’s guide for DREDGABL, prepared
by Spigolon and Bakeer (1994), contains explicit detailed instructions for
application of DREDGABL to a prototype dredging site and operational
instructions for navigating through the DREDGABL program, in a manner
similar to GEOSITE.

or the geotechnical evaluation of the dredgeability of
) V¥ P N £4 YXIT2 Anssia vinrtinem AT

1€ IMIICTOSOITl WINAows version o1

DREDGABL problem-solving strategy. DREDGABL, as with GEOSITE,
uses a forward-chaining or data-driven problem-solving strategy. The knowl-
edge representation is rule-based, each rule consisting of a number of IF<ante-
cedents>.. THEN<conclusion> statements. One rule exists for each of the total
finite number of options in the antecedents.

In the present version of DREDGABL, there are 1,035 unique sets of
options. Ideally each unique set of antecedent options leads to a single conclu-
sion. DREDGABL reaches 27 different conclusions for each unique set of
antecedents, for a total of 27,945 possibie conclusions. Inferencing can there-

r se search, using the antecedents (IF state-

1 vnimrliiaimm sanmeda
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-
3
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Modifying and upgrading DREDGABL. As with GEOSITE, the pro
details that are presented by Spigolon and Bakeer (1994) are intended for use
in the preparation of future upgraded versions of the program. Here, again, the
program diskettes accompanying the User’s Guide are read-only. The original
development version of the program can only be modified by using the Micro-
soft FoxPro 2.5 Relational Database Management system that resides with the
Manager of the DOTS Program at WES. The authors request that users evalu-
ate the program’s usefulness, screens, and conclusions by considering questions
previously asked about GEOSITE. Critical comments and suggestions may be
directed to the Manager of the DOTS Program at the address previously

_ provided.
The only database file that can be directly modified by the user in the dis-
tribution copies of the DREDGABL program is the LOCLINFO.DBF file
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This file is modified by directly typing onto the memorandum display screen.
Instructions for this task are included in the User’s Guide. A total of

16 records-have been established in this version of DREDGABL, of which the
first is used for the instructions. If more than 15 additional records are
needed, a provision has been made for adding records. Record numbers and
dates should be added to all additional records. There is no practical limit to

tha nuumhar and ciza Af raprnrde that can ha addaA except space

1€ NUMOCT 4 SiZ€ O1 I'eCOoras inat can o€ aaaea ALCPL luC av'auau dSpactc on

the user’s hard disk.

A local administrator may exercise input control by modifying the
LOCLINFQ.DBF database file attributes to make them read- only using a file

management program such as Norton Commander or Norton Utllmes, among
others. Alternatively, similar programs may be used to require a password that

could be supplied to the appropriate individuals.
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Two of these geotechnical device
(DPR) and the point load test (PLT).

Site characterization is of special concern when rock is to be dredged by
mechanical (nonblasting) excavation. Differing site condition claims are com-
monly based on the contention that rock encountered is harder to dredge with
available equipment than the contractor had inferred from bidding documents.
Such claims necessarily hinge on either the characterization of the rock mate-
rial or the predicted performance of particular dredging equipment in excavat-
ing such material, the two being interrelated. Many of the harbors and river
channels where the Corps is involved in planning and contracting rock dredg-
ing now have areas of rock bottom. As harbor development continues, more

rock will certainly be encountered with each successive deepening. Much of
this material will be mechanically dredged. Rock masses that can be dredged
using mechanical methods are necessarily weaker and are usually highly vari-
ahla in otranagth and rarl maaco ctrmistiiea

AUIC 111 DUTHEUL iU JUCURK 1HHAadd duuvttuic.

Drilli D

Drilling Parameter Recorder

DPR is a generic name for systems used to record the operating characteris-
tics of a drill rig. Devices ranging from paper chart recorders to computerized
systems for monitoring drilling production rates and efficiencies are commer-
cially available, but virtually aii of them record data relative to eiapsed time.
For site characterization work, the data record must be in direct correspon-
dence to position in the bore hole. This is the primary reason for selection of

>
o)



SS

I

(UCS), which is commonly the only data given other than a general

geologic description, can influence excavatability.

f=4

Iy

by mechanical dredges because the rock is weak and the coring proce

current practice is to core all boreholes and give results of boring logs at

v

borings are often the only indicator of rock conditions.

EY

For the purpose of this report, “DPR” refers to the WES-modified DPR
breaks it.

system using the Enpasol recorder and software by Solentanche. The DPR
Engineering properties other than unconfined compressive strength

does not directly relate to engineering properties.

Rock borings over water involve high costs. For subaqueous drilling, a

drilling platform must be provided, and the mobilization and daily costs for

b. Core recovery is often poor in the

c.
d. Although a good geologic description serves to identify the material, it

before coring operations can begin. In site explorations for rock dredging, the

1

holes over water must be cased from above the water surface into the bottom
selected locations.

system described here is the first of its kind to be used in the United States.
this platform can easily exceed all other costs for the drill crew (i.e., costs of
drilling equipment and supplies and cost of the drill crew). Also, cored bore-

an Enpasol recorder and related software for use in dredging-site investiga-
tion because the rock to be dre

tions.
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setting casing, which results in a much faster drilling rate than coring opera-
tions. In order to save field production time in drilling and logging operations,
as well as laboratory testing costs for a given number of holes, most holes can
be drilled with a roller bit and the recorded drilling parameters can be corre-
lated with a small number of cored holes, usually paired with roller bit holes
and produced without moving the drilling platform. Such a site-specific corre-
lation method is especially important where conditions are highly variable and
a large number of boreholes are needed to obtain adequate site coverage.

Some cored holes are necessary at all sites, and certainly all holes may be
cored at some sites. In cases where holes are cored and the DPR also is
employed, geologic contact elevations can be determined accurately even
where core recovery is poor. Even in zones where no core recovery is possi-
ble, the DPR provides a continuous record of drilling parameters that are
related to in situ material properties. Hard and soft zones can be identified and
the location of recovered core pieces within a drill run can usually be identi-
fied with certainty. When core recovery is poor, the location of core within
the core run is especially critical where a large intact rock-core zone occurs
near project depth. If the corresponding zone of continuous rock is above
project depth, it must be dredged. Assuming that core is located at the bottom
of the core run, which is common logging practice in the absence of other
evidence, could easily produce an erroneous record.

Description of the DPR

The DPR is a data-acquisition system' that monitors, measures, and records
various physical values called drilling parameters that reflect the operation of
the drill rig, thereby producing a record of the characteristics of the formation
being drilled. The following eight parameters can be measured, quantified,
and recorded on an analog graphical plotter and digitally recorded on tape by a
microcomputer integrated into the equipment:

a. Drilling fluid pressure.

b. Relative torque indicated by pressure to hydraulic motor for the drill
string.

¢. Downthrust on the drill bit.
d. Rate of advance (penetration speed).
e. Rotation rate.
- f. Holdback pressure on drill string.
g. Reflected vibrations (accelerations).

h. Time to drill one digitized increment of depth.

Chapter 3 Descriptors for Rock Material to be Dredged
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A software program allows the user to select numerical parameters, plotted
parameters, and other pertinent information related to the borehole being
drilled. Also, the program organizes the storage of the data on tape (i.e., finds
available space, records the data, detects the end of tape, etc.) for later office
analysis. The computer portion of the DPR also is equipped with a self-test
that detects errors and, where possible, identifies and localizes these problems.

The entire system is interfaced with a drill rig through various sensors that
relate physical parameters of the rig and parameters to be recorded. These
cluster of pressure transducers, a movement transmitter, and

imity detector. Pressure transd
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surement of the rotation speed is provi 1¢ electromagnetic proxim
detector attached to the rotation head of the drill rig. All transducer data are
fed back to the DPR via reinforced electrical cables so that no telemetry is
used. The entire system has proven highly reliable under rough use in salt-

water environments.

oximity

Interpreting DPR results and graphic displays

The DPR software produces graphic displays of any drilling parameter in
the following alternative formats:

a. A continuous line against depth (so-called “wireline” plot).
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quency of occurrence.

Figures 2-4 demonstrate several of the various DPR outputs. Data were
obtained from a single interval of a boring made at Wilmington Harbor, NC.
The DPR can be used for all the sizes of core bits and roller bits for which the
drill rig has capability. In this case, a 4- by 5.5-in., 10-ft core barrel was used.
The recovered core was badly fragmented and eroded, with the largest
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Figure 2.  Directly measured drilling parameters

fragment being about 0.8 ft long; approximately 70 percent of the core run was
recovered.

Figure 2 shows the graphical plots against depth of six directly measured
drilling parameters using the wireline format. Depth is in feet beginning at the
top of rod 1. The plot of TORQUE is the hydraulic pressure (psi) in the drill
motor, which is a direct indicator of relative torque. Note the responses of the
pressure to variations in resistance to drilling. THRUST is the pressure in the
forcing hydraulic cylinder, providing a downward force. It is relatively con-

- stant because design of the driil rig uses operator controi of thc PULL up or

o
cu
<
a
=

= @)
o]
—
o
=
(¢
=3
—
£
=
—
(¢
A

y C
8, >
e
o=
C
D
(¢
"E’
o
~
w2
(@]
<
c,
&
e
(@]
£
et
o
jon]
(@]
~<
O
bty
S
(¢]
3
—
o0
=
o
7

N
~l

Chapter 3 Descriptors for Rock Material to be Dredged



N HARBOR

IN

B
B N W BT AY
f [
ey VY
M

-37.3

-38.0 |-
-39.0 (-

.4 ‘Hld3a

-41.0 |-
-42.0

Figure 3.

from

rs calculated

Drill rig mechanical paramete
Figure 2

‘ance-rate measure in very hard

ne depth increment of 5 mm; it is the

CE O

all

o

bearing on the bit. ROT-SPD i

lation equation derived from t

BITFORCE parameter is the cumulativ

recomputed to a meaningful unit. SPE]

ior during drilling.
different scale.

o0}
(qV]



US ARMY WILMINGTON HARBOR
CORPS OF ENG. WES-10-CORE
UCS-4x5.5, PSI ucs:éx5;5, PSI UCS-4x5.5, PSI
5883 2§ |
‘_-' - ™~ (] g - ~N ™
-3i.d T T 1 T L | vLO
< \ oW
< » veD
a0 & > i
| » ] |
{’ ( LOow
-390 |- % \ ~|_MED
'? ) Hi
. - 52\- \ 4 MED
e =_ { T
x MED
E 400f /— / —
u { [ Low
.. ?? \} - -.ED
-41.0 --fS } - o
& ( z=
SB[\ e
1
o= ) ED
42.0Hf ( -1 vLO
L— Py
? 1 1 ‘ 1 ! e
WIRELINE PLOT SMOOTHED PLOT FIXED SKYLINE LOG
CLASSES
Figure 4 Four graphical forms of combined-parameter estimate of UCS from
data shown in Figures 2 and 3

Figure 4 displays the same parameter in four different forms. A combined-
parameter estimate of UCS is used here to illustrate these modes of display.
The UCS parameter displayed herc was computed using data showi in Fig-
ure 3. The left-most column is a wireline plot of the computed values while
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the second column is a smoothed version of the data. The plot is a running
average of 10 data values (i.e., averaged over 0.164 ft).

The third column is a skyline or block representation using fixed propor-
tions of full-scale values of the data. Minimum block height is again based on
10 data values or 0.164 ft of boring. The shading represents the variability of
the values within single blocks, darker being more variable. The right-most
(narrow) column provides a literal log of the fixed-limit skyline plot in which
the nomenclature refers to relative strength.

DPR correlation with UCS

A subjective review of DPR records and rock-core strengths from field sites
indicated a good potential for correlation of drilling parameters with UCS. A
laboratory DPR drilling plan was formulated to obtain DPR records in uniform
material of various strengths. Blocks of rock from two uniform natural forma-
tions, Berea sandstone and Indiana limestone, were placed in the ground at
WES to be drilled using the same drill rig and DPR system as was used at the
Wilmington field site. To obtain DPR records in a wide range of uniform
materials, several different rock simulants were placed in 18-in. auger holes in
lifts according to strength class. Rock simulants were produced in target
strengths ranging from 300 psi to 10,000 psi using water, portland cement,
masonry sand, and bentonite mixes in various proportions.

Results of UCS tests on the rock simulants and the natural rocks are shown
in Figure 5, along with results of a linear regression. The resulting correlation
coefficient was 0.84. This correlation clearly demonstrates that drilling para-
meters can be correlated with UCS over a wide strength range involving weak
rock.

To infer in situ strengths from drilling parameters, the application approach
recommended is to estimate UCS based on a site-specific correlation, since
better results were demonstrated over a smaller strength range in the laboratory
DPR drilling tests and since the relationship between strength parameters is
sometimes material-specific, as was demonstrated by the comparative testing
program. A reasonable DPR correlation with UCS was found for both weak
and high-strength rock.

Point Load Test

The PLT was originally proposed as a means of providing for destructive
strength testing of hard rock material with a portable apparatus, such that the
tests produced could be correlated with UCS. Much of the costly laboratory
testing requiring large stationary machines could be avoided in exploration for
rock site characterization. The PLT loading geometry produces a failure mode
that closely approximates a tensile failure and correlates well with the uniaxial

Chapter 3 Descriptors for Rock Material to be Dredged
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Figure 5.  DPR drilling test correlation with UCS

to UCS correlation for a given material. For this reason, correlation of pomt
load strength to UCS is material- -specific.
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purposes. The American Society for Testing and Materials
ering a standard test method for determmatlon of the point loa
of rock.

. Point load tester

nt load tests are performed by loading a sample between two platens
hav g 60-deg conical points with a 5-mm point radius (Figure 6). Thus, a
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sufficient point load can be
provided to fail even hard
igneous samples using a small

portable test apparatus. A
txreminnl TAand Ancannits: 1o

LypiCal 10aa Capacity is
10,000 to 15,000 1b, which is
more than adequate to fail the
higher strength rocks when
testing NX-size (54-mm)

of an adjustable passive
platen and an active platen
providing the load through a
hydraulic ram; pressure is
provided by a second piston
manually advanced by a
mechanical screw with handle
or by a manually operated
reciprocating piston with
check valve. A hydraulic
pressure gauge records pres-

Failocon A

sure at failure, and ihe gauge
Figure 6 PLT apparatus reading is multiplied by the

area of the piston to give total
point load P on the specimen. Different gauges can be used to produce
accurate readings for both very high and very low point loads to accommodate
a wide range of rock materials

Point load index

Results of point load tests are usually expressed in terms of the point load
strength index /; which is determined by dividing the total load P by
(De)‘ , where D, is the equivalent diameter. The index for a given size core
is directly related to the material’s tensile strength and can be correlated with

UCS. Point load tests may be performed on co

re specimens without standard

preparation or on a series of irregular rock fragments. Tests can be carried out

using three different sample geometries:
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In all of these point load tests, ten or more samples should be tested for each
material, more if the rock is not uniform.

UCS is the only widely accepted strength criteria for dredging applications
today. However, even when making correlations to obtain UCS, the /; is size-
dependent and should be correlated to a standard size when published. The
international standard diameter is 50 mm. This index, written / 5(50) » is often
used directly for hard rock classification. The NX-core size (54 mm), which is

-, - T aTO

often used in U.S. pracuce is close to this size and correction to NX size is

recommend d especially when the site exploration used NX-sized core. This
strength index would then be designated [/
SLICHELI uc Uulu UICH DT Ul igliat S(NX)

Point load index strength correlation with UCS for dredged rock
Smith (1994) conducted a testing program to demonstrate the applicability
of the point load test method for weak saturated dredged rock and to determine

any correlation with UCS. Most testing was done on ' saturated samples; how-
ever, some testing of oven-dried sandstones and limestones was done to show
wet versus dry strength comparisons.

Dredged material was obtained from core taken at drilling parameter
recorder exploration sites at Wilmington Harbor, NC, Kings Bay, GA, and
Grays Harbor, WA. Indiana limestone was used to obtain both a wet versus
dry strength comparison and an /; to UCS correlation factor. Berea sand-
stone was comparatively tested saturated to establish a correlation tactor for
this very uniform rock of moderate strength. Because the weaker natural rocks

1gmy variable, a rock simulant was tested to provide an /

el

to UCS corre-

1AA_A_ PR S S AR, | A e se A P,
1ation factor for very low suengm material. This material was pI'UdUCCd USlﬂg
n mnland Aareant T AcATR G GAT anAd Wamtnmits iyt htain o taecat cfranath
da puludiig LC“IC“[ llldbUllly bd.l dally UCHIVIIILIC HIIX LU VULdLIT a LdFEECL SLICHE UL
in tha AN ot ranagns
it uiC VUU-PSI fang
The average correlation factor for the three lime rocks was 14.3. which is
hn age correiauon 1actor Ior tne red ime roeCks was 4.2, willCil 1§
10w co..w.pare with an expected value of 24 based on hard rock testing

strenﬂth the rock smlulam was u@ed to 1unher show lhdl consistent PLT
results could be obtained for very weak saturated materials and to obtain a
correlation factor for a material in this strength range. The correlation factor
was found to be 8.5. The lowest correlation factor found for a natural rock
site was 13.2; however, that was for material of much higher strength and of a
different type. Tesi results are presented in Figure 7, which is the variation of
UCS with the correlation factor, K, where K = UCS /1y,
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Figure 7.  Variation of UCS with correlation factor K where K = UCS/ IS(NX}

Certainly, site-specific correlation factors for weak saturated materials can
easily be one-half or less of published values for hard rock. The linear fit
shown is sufficient to demonstrate clearly that site-specific or material-specific
correlation factors are lower for weaker rock and that correlation factors in the
neighborhood of 10 could be encountered in the very weakest rock.

PLUCS database system

A database system was developed by Smith (1994) to store, retrieve, and
compare rock test data: the point load index and UCS (PLUCS) database sys-

tem. PLUCS is an open-ended system, which presently contains data from
Avror AN wnnls tacia Fonms 1N A6 cnint s ntnsinl amizonno
UVCI 4UU TUCK 1G> ITOIM 1V Qilicreni maicrai Sources. HUUUL UHCC lUUl'Ulb Ul
these tests were performed on wet samples. In addition to displaying summary
Aata fram individnal tecte cnirh ac tyune tact camnla dimancinne and hraaling
VALa 11V 11IULYIUU AL LLVOLD DuLil ao l}\r wot, Oﬂllll)lb UIHICIDIVIW, daitlu vivanili
strengt T T1CS will far a enecified matarial and/or eomres Incatinn cecan tha
vAwa bu.’ A RTINS VY ALLy 1UR O uy\avlllvu AL1ALLVIIGL AU/ UL DUV UILVL 1VVALIVEL, DVALL Uy
database and compute average strengths, wet/dry strength ratios, and UCS
versus point load index correlation factors K (defined as K = UCS / -’s(NX))
Most point load mdex tests in this database were performed o NX-siyed

pomt load mdex is influenced by sample size and correcuon to standard size

must be made for strength comparison or rock classification purposes, PLUCS
software automatically corrects index values to NX size when data are entered
so that all index values recorded in and displayed by the database are 7y, .
although actual sample dimensions are stored. o

Chapter 3 Descriptors for Rock Material to be Dredged



The PLUCS database system is a completely self-contained system that can
be executed without additional software and can be executed on any IBM-
‘compatible PC. However, updating of this system does require additional
licensed software. An executable version of PLUCS is included in Smith

(1994).

Chapter 3 Descriptors for Rock Material to be Dredged
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4 Measurement and
Definition of Navigable
Depth in Fluff and Fluid
Mud’

Thick layers of fluid mud occur at some times and at some places, espe-
cially in estuaries where fine sediments are often trapped. If the density and
viscosity of a particular mud are sufficiently low, it is navigable; however, the
margin between navigable and nonnavigable fluid-mud conditions is ill-
defined, leading to unsafe navigation and/or inefficient dredging. Fluid mud
causes rapid shoaling and special problems for conventional acoustic methods
for hydrographic surveying.

A major objective of DRP Technical Area 2, “Material Properties Related
to Navigation and Dredging,” was the development of a survey tool to deter-
mine navigable depth in areas where fluid mud obscures the bottom to con-
ventional acoustic methods such as a fathometer survey. Benefits of a more
precise determination of mud bottom depth include improved efficiency in
maintenance operations through better definition of what areas actually require
dredging or have been sufficiently dredged, and establishing more meaningful
dredging priorities and scheduling dredging cycles

A fluid-mud surveying system was developed that integrates an instru-
mented towed sled, a conventional dual-frequency acoustic depth sounder, and
hydrographic survey positioning-control and logging components. The towed
sled has nuclear-transmission density, pressure, cable tension, and multiple tilt
sensors. The sled has been adjusted to ride at a certain shear resistance when
towed, corresponding to a density slightly higher than that at which the mate-
rial begins to exhibit continuous interparticle cohesion. The firm-bottom depth
is obtained by direct contact with the physical horizon where resistance Lo
motion increases sharply.

! “hapter 4 wus exiracted {rom Alexander, Teeter, and Banks (in preparation) and Teeter

{1992a,b and 1994).
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Fluid Mud in Navigation Channels
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Many of the fine-grained cohesive fluid mud

nels have densities ranging from as low as 1 05 up to 1.35 Qm/gu cm Con-
centrations of these muds range from 50-500 gm/l, or from 2 to 13 percent
solids by volume. Thick layers of fluid mud occur where fine sedlments are
frequently resuspended and trapped by hydrodynamic conditions. Fluid muds
generally form a lutocline, an area of steep vertical density gradient near the
bed. Fluid muds are slow to consolidate and can persist in a fluid-like state
for long periods. Wave agitation can maintain muds in a fluid state. Channels
where fluid mud is likely to collect have moderately high flows with maximum
current speeds of 1-3 ft/sec but with very small net tidal-average current speed.
Moderate flow speeds maintain conditions suitable for fluid mud but are
unaole to (,omplelely entrain and disperse the material. Fiuid mud can move

main stationary and gradually become denser toward
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onlv dcnsuv can be mea@ured in situ. Flow pmpcn_,es
from different locations can act dlfferemlv even at the same concentration and
density. Fluid muds have density transition points at which viscosity, shear
modulus, and yield stress increase sharply. Definitions of navigable or firm-
bottom depth for a local site can be based on density (a readily field-
measurable physical property) corresponding to a viscosity and strength (not
field measurable) near the transition point.

Surveys in Fluid-Mud Channels

5 11U 1HUd

1
methods is that high- freauenc (200- 10 220-kHz) fathomet i m bot-
tom soundings at the upper level of a fluid-mud layer, dnd 1ower frequenmes
(20-40 kHz) will penetrate to firmer layers that can be significantly deeper in
terms of a volume calculation. Field tests in fluid-mud channels have docu-
mented that firm bottom as defined by a standard lead line can be several feet
below the high-frequency depth and several feet above the low-frequency
depth. High- and low-frequency fathometer readings at the Gulfport, MS, ship
channel have indicated as much as 10 ft between the high- and low-frequency-
indicated bottom clevation. Furthermore, fathometer precision diminishes as
lower frequencies are sclected.

The dilemma for surveying a fluid-mud channel with standard aCQLSLi(‘
il retu

It was desired to develop a towed device (sled) that would furrow into fluid
mud and ride automatically at the level being defined as navigable, the vertical
location where a significant density transition occurs. The towed sied would
make physical contact with the fluid mud and serve as prima facic evidence to

w
~d
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the navigability of the material. This concept assumes the existence of a phys-
ical horizon or ievei where resistance to motion (and navigation) increases
sharply and thus where the combination of viscous and normal siresses in ihe
mud support the towed device. That assumption has since been confirmed by
laboratory tests and relationships developed between rheologic properties and
density for several sites

The behavior of an instrumented sied towed in fluid mud depends on the

PR |

characteristics of the sied and cabie, the manner in which the sied is towed,
and the characteristics of the fluid mud. The mechanical system (towed sled
and cable) has horizontal and vertical forces distributed along its length that
are dependent upon the component submerged weight and drag. The catenary
formed by the cable between the survey boat and the towed sled can be calcu-
lated for known forces since cable drag forces can be estimated with confi-
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designed w1th bodv charactensttcs such that it exerts a moderate vemcal force

at normal tow angles and is supported by the fluid mud at a level tow attitude.
As the sled is towed in fluid mud, the sled tow (bridle) angle is an indicator of
relative drag.

The static weight of the towed sled (Figure 8) is about 260 1b in air and
60 Ib in water. The frontal area of the sled is about 1 sq ft, the top-view pro-
jected area is about 12 sq ft, and the volume of the sled is about 3 cu ft.

tow cable has a diameter of (0.9 in. with a submerged

-

weight of 0.7 Ib/ft. The cable termination is 4 in. outside diameter (OD) by

2 ft long and has a submerged weight of about 40 1b. The tension link and
tow-angle indicator are located on the termination. The distance between the
cable termination and sled bridle is 1.3 ft. The bridle crosspiece is 1.5-in. OD
stainless steel, and the cable conductor splice is 4 in. OD.

tion and has th capa bllltv for comouter ontrol A safetv feature on the
winch allows the cable to pay out after a 2,500-1b cable load is exceeded.

The following transducers are mounted in or on the sled:

a. Nuclear-transmission density gauge uses a 3-millicurie cesium-
137 gamma source.

b. Hydrostatic pressure gauge measures depth.

¢. Acoustic doppler unit indicates sled speed.

Chapter 4 Measurement and Definition of Navigable Depth



Figure 8. Towed sled for fluid-mud channel surveys

d. Tilt sensor mounted on the sled measures sled angle of attack.
e. Tilt sensor mounted on the bridle measures cable tow angle.

f. Strain gauge between the cable termination and tow bridle monitors
cable tension.

g. Acoustic transponder beacon indicates location in case of accidental
sled separation from the cable.

Onboard the survey boat, fluid mud survey system components include
analog-to-digital converters, power supply, density gauge rate meter, data log-
ger, and real-time data display for monitoring sled conditions during surveying.
Time plots of all the data from the sled sensors (in engineering units), together
with the acoustic depths, are available for evaluation within minutes.

A small boat survey system developed by WES is instrumented for survey
control and postprocessing. The survey-system software runs in parallel with
the sled data logger on a PC (IBM-compatible) and controls the survey process
on a predefined grid. Positioning data are supplied to the system by a Motor-
ola Mini-Ranger Falcon 1V. Data for the sled depth, fluid-mud density, and
depths measured with high- and low-frequency acoustics are exported from the
sled data logger to the survey-system data logger after the survey. During

Chapter 4 Measurement and Definition of Navigable Depth
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Before field testing, the sled was ballasted in a large high-velocity flume at
Iowa Institute of Hydraulic Research. The submerged specific gravity of the
sled was ballasted to 1.15 gm/cu cm. No further ballast adjustments have been
necessary.

Field tests were conducted at the Calcasieu River, Louisiana, entrance chan-
nel. The channel center line was surveyed from channel markers 37 to 41 in a
thick layer of fluid mud (8- to 13-ft difference between 24- and 200-kHz depth
traces). The same line was repeated with variations in survey-boat speed and
i out i depth along this line varied
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Initial results supported the design concept (Teeter 1992a). Because the
drag of a towed object depends upon the square of the tow speed (roughly), it
might be anticipated that boat speed may greatly influence the level of the
sled. The sled depth is relatively insensitive to boat speed because the sled is
constrained at the level where stresses in the mud support the sled. Limited
variations in cable length are taken up by changes in tow bridle angle, which
allows for about 2 ft of vertical change in depth between the sled and the end
of the tow cable.

Channel debris did not impede towing. During surveys, the sled was lifted
to the water surface for inspection after each 2,000- to 6,000-ft longitudinal
line. Snagged pieces of seaweed, fishing line

ut nothing changed the towing characieristics of

ther debris were found,
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acouslic surveys in fluid-mud channels. A series of longitudinal survey lines
were established over a 6,000-ft-long reach of the
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fluid mud. This site was surveyed in June 1991 and again in late November
1991 immediately following completion of maintenance dredging by hopper
dredge. Examples of center-line profile data are shown in Figures 9 and 10
for conventional acoustic surveys and towed-sled surveys, respectively.
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Figure 9. 1991 predredging and postdredging acoustic survey depths, Calcasieu River, Loui-
siana, enirance channei
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ure 9 shows that even the postdredging 200-kHz profiles did not indicate that
the channel was navigable to the authorized depth of -42 ft mlg

Acoustic data sets revealed that the 24-Khz frequency may have overesti-
mated navigable depth and thus not indicated necessary maintenance dredging.
The 200-Khz acoustics did not always determine whether sufficient material
was removed by dredging, nor did they accurately estimate maintenance vol-
umes required to keep fluid-mud channels navigable.

Maintenance operations along the profiled section of the Calcasieu channel

include the provision for 1 to 2 ft of advance maintenance (dredging in excess
of the authorized depth). Figure 10 shows the towed-sled survey along the
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survey method used that accurately gauged the amount of matenal to be
dredged or that indicated that the required material was actually removed by
dredging. The towed sled will provide vastly improved capabilities to deter-
mine channel grade in areas of fluid mud.

Evaluation
The towed sled developed by WES (Teeter 1992a, 1994) will track on a

navigable depth at a constant fluid-mud shear resistance; that is, at about a
constant ensuy for a gwen cnannel It can be used as part of a fluid-mud

The navigable-depth survey approach will better define channel conditions
and allow local Corps offices to more effectively manage and monitor

Chapter 4 Measurement and Definition of Navigable Depth




1nfonnatlon for |udgmg navuzatlon condmons, dredgm needs and dredging
effectiveness in those locations where navigation channels are obstructed by

fluid mud.
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5 Rapid Measurements of
Properties of Consolidated
- o = 1
sediments

The purpose of this DRP study was to develop a technique to rapidly,
remotely, and efficiently determine characteristics of subbottom marine sedi-
ments as they relate to dredging. A low-noise, high-resolution subbottom
imaging system was believed essential. A digital data-acquisition system was
combined with specialized processing software to accurately assess bottom and
subbottom in-situ conditions.

ol 3 A
TUULLIC SUISIIIIL atLUSLC 1HIpeU-

cessing and interpretation, data visualization, survey planning, and limitations
of the Al technique. The Al technique assesses engineering properties of
shallow marine sediments and provides virtually continuous coverage for delin-
eation of both horizontal and vertical extent of those sediments. Several Al
surveys have been successfully conducted. The system is available for use in a
wide range of problem applications.

Technology Development

dredging purposes (Figure 11) is an extension of techniques developed by
Caulfield and Yim (1983) and Caulfield, Caulfield, and Yim (1985). The Al

' Chapter 5 was extracted from Ballard et al. (1993) and McGee, Ballard, and Caulfield

100N
{1995).
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the material and the velocity of compressional (P-wave) propagation across the
boundary of a horizontally oriented system. The multilayered system presents
many variables not evident in the simple case of wave propagation across a
single boundary. The effects of upward-traveling waves and absorption must
be considered. To accurately determine the reflection coefficient, and thus
impedance, at a given interface, the energy loss resulting from absorption must
be accounted for.

Absorption losses

One of the primary energy losses encountered during acoustic wave propa-
gation through differing media is loss due to absorption. Acoustic reflections
are generated from impedance mismatches within the sediment body. The
amount of returned energy depends on the length of the sound path and the
attenuation of sound along the path. Attenuation along the sound path results
from a number of mechanisms, including:

a. Spherical spreading or transmission loss—a geometrical effect repre-
senting the regular weakening of a sound signal as it spreads outward
from the source. Spreading loss varies with range according to the
logarithm of the range.

b. Transmission through reflectors—maultiple reflections, reflection and
refraction, and conversion of compressional to shear waves.

c. Reflector roughness and curvature—focusing and defocusing effects of
concave and convex reflectors.

d. Scattering due to inhomogeneities—variations within the sediment
body.

e. Intrinsic absorption—process of conversion of acoustic energy into
heat, it represents a true loss of acoustic energy to the medium.

Al model for dredging applications

The total of all acoustic losses is called the effective attenuation; because of
the randomness of items ¢. and d. above, it is nearly impossible to com-
pletely account for such attenuation in the real world of acoustic profiling.
However, the major sources of attenuation (i.e., spreading, reflection, and
absorption) have been researched extensively, providing reasonable approxima-
tions of the actual losses occurring.

For the case of absorption in marine sediments, there has been considerable
debate concerning the most appropriate attenuation model. Hamilton (1972a,b)
presents convincing experimental evidence as to absorption’s relationship to
the first power of frequency. Because of the extensive experimental data,

Chapter 5 Rapid Measurements of Properties



ties of manne sedlments. The model utlhzed in the Al method is not perfect
in terms of applicability to all possible marine environments. However, it is
designed to provide a reasonable estimate towards the prediction of actual
sediment properties and, upon critical examination of actual in situ conditions,
can be refined to precisely model a particular sediment environment.

Relationship of Al to Geotechnical Properties

Because Al basically represents the influence of a medium’s characteristics
on reflected and transmitted waves, many geotechnical properties (such as
porosity, density, mean grain size, bulk modulus, etc.) exhibit excellent corre-
lation with impedance. During the last two decades, the ability to predict
geotechnical properties from normal reflectivity through impedance calcula-
tions has become very well established. However, seismic signatures and,
therefore, acoustic impedances are not considered unique. Several combina-
tions of geologic conditions could conceivably yield similar signal characteris-
tics. Hence, a critical stage in the process is development of geoacoustic
relationships that are used to model a specific geologic environment. General

relationships for Al versus soil type are presented by Cauifield and Yim (1983)
and are shown in Table 3. These relationships are based on worldwide aver-

ages of impedance versus sediment properties and do not necessarily constitute
the precise characterization of all geologic situations.
Table 3
Soil Classification Versus Acoustic Impedance
Description Acoustic impedance x (102 g)/('z:m2 s)
Water 1450 - 1550
Silty clay 2016 - 2460
Clayey silt 2460 - 2864
Silty sand 2864 - 3052
Very fine sand 3052 - 3219
Fine sand 3219 - 3281
Medium sand 3281 - 3492 -
R Coarse sand 3492 - 3647
i Gravelly sand 3647 - 3880
Sandy gravel 3880 - 3927

47
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Utilizing proper calibration procedures with data of high signai-to-noise
ratio, seismic reflection data can be processed to accurately estimaie the den-

sity and so# type of bottom and subboitom sedimenis. Siie-specific calibra-
tions are performed on every job by correlating acoustic impedance calculated
from seismic reflection data at a core location with in situ information (den-
sity, mean grain size, etc.) at that location. Experience to date has shown that
calibrations made at a few locations within a geologic region produce the
shallow seismic parameters necessary to adequately calibrate and describe the

In specific geologic regions such as the Mississippi Sound, Savannah Ship
Channel, or San Francisco Bay, differing sediment units usually have a char-
acteristic and relatively narrow range of impedance values. There, using cali-
bration procedures that incorporate local core and laboratory data, seismic
reflection data are processed at known sample locations to yield acoustic
impedance values of the known reflection horizons.

Estimates of in situ density are derived from computed impedance values
and correlated with ground-truth information. Plots of acoustic impedance
versus core density for consolidated materials in Mobile, AL, and Gulfport,
MS, ship channels, presented in Figure 12, document agreement to be within 1
percent of the predicted impedance function. By incorporating the virtually
continuous coverage of subbottom materials with digital terrain-modeling tech-

niques, rapid and accurate computations can be made of volume and material
type to be removed by dredging. Computer-generated sediment densities
within the project area can be displayed in a color-coded three-dimensional (3-
D) view as represented in the black-and-white illustration shown in Figure 13.

Volumetric calculations

Before computer-assisted volume estimates can be calculated, a continuous

3-D computer model 01 the subbottom data must be generated for each survey
line. In addition, a 3-D perspective model consisting of a composite of data
from all individual survey lines may be created for use in modeling proposed
channel cuts, evaluating slope stability, etc. The project planner may wish to
view an area of interest from various angles or create different displays by
stripping or slicing at any desired coordinate

Thg volume of nv ma[e_nal to be removed can be easily calculated. Cal-

tive mode is accompllshed by calculatmg the volume of material present
within the corresponding area of each profile-line model. Before calculating
volumes, the area of interest must be sliced out of the computer model and the
material density range to be displayed must be sclected.

Chapter 5 Rapid Measurement of Properties
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A wide range of shallow seismic data-acquisition systems, beginning with
analog and transitioning to digital, were utilized during development of the Al
method. A variety of off-the-shelf commercially available equipment can be
adapted to Al technology. A block diagram showing equipment used in the
WES integrated geophysical system is shown in Figure 14. This system is
currently used to perform Al surveys and other types of marine geophysical

investigations. Specific systems utilized for the Al applications include:

a. Pinger system (3.5- and 7.0-kHz). This system allows transmission of
variable-length pulses (0.2 - 3.0 msec) of 3.5- and 7.0-kHz frequencies.
'Power levels can be varied from 1 to 10 kW. However, depth of pene-
- ration can be limited in areas of mgmy competent (dense) sediments.

To improve signal/noise, a separaie receiving array is deployed inde-
pendent of the transmitter. By decoupling the receiving array from the
transmitter and physically separating the transducers, all of the near-
field transmitter ringing is eliminatcd from the bottom reflection,
regardless of water depth

Chapter 5 Rapid Measurements of Pro
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and/or ORE Model 137)

Side-Scan Sonar
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IEGRN o'un’)')l
{=GaG L01/254)
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Figure 14. WES integrated geophysical system for conducting Al subbottom surveys

b. Boomer system. This system is a high-energy, medium-bandwidth unit

providing up to

1 00 J of energy in the 400- to 5,000-Hz frequency
nd. The system is designed

bar o provide reasonable vertical resolution
combined with greater penetr'"tion depths in more competent sediments
Narancon nf tha high ~aurar inunlyad and hasanicos tha nnhacant aAaioa
DT UdL UL UIC U PUWCL HHIVULVTU dllu DCLaudt Ui LUNITIULL 1IVIST
radiatag tn tha racaivar ac wall ag tn tha hattnm o canarata toawad
radiaivdy v u4iIC (CLTiviol ad wull D LU UIC vuvtiuilll, a DCP(‘U u LtUwou
receiving arravy i¢ nead  Thig arrav ic nnarmally tnwad at right ang tn
lv\/\zlvlllé auia 15 uodLu, 41110 (llla" 1 uuuur.uly tUvwuLu at llslll, allé (8 V)
or directlv aft of the conrce o evact tow nnint ic determined hy the
i ull\/\/LAJ QilL Ul uiv ouvuiIvwe 411w vAadduvlL wu Yy HUIIIL A0 ULviViILINIVG U i
water depth and by minimizing the coherent noise to the receiver. Th
source-to-receiver separation can be fine-tuned by an experienced data
observer to produce the best record quality obtainable at a specific site

¢. Chirp system. Commercially available chirp systems (analogous to
land-surface vibrators used in the petroleum industry) are designed
to improve the signal/noise and vertical resolution by application of

correlation processing (matched filtering) to a wide-band swept-
frequency long-pulse signal. Standard chirp systems normally operate

from 1 to 10 kHz with pulse length of 3 to 20 msec. (Only the chirper
transducer was used in development of the Al method.) Since the mid-

. frequency energy range of most chirp systems is around 4 kHz, the
dept‘h of penetration achieved is about the same as pinger systems.

As

with t pmgcr sy@tem the recelvmg array is aeployea maepenaenmy of

- . < e o} T4

the U?u mitting array. This proc
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signal/noise by eliminating the coherent noise resulting from transmitter
ringing. The complete chirp data-acquisition system developed by
WES allows for unprecedented flexibility in generating wave forms. In
many cases, the need arises for tailoring the seismic source to produce
maximum energy within a predetermined frequency/wavelength band
for resolution of a site-specific target. Chirper transducer-control soft-
ware was aevelopea by Wbb to aliow the design of virtuaily any wave-

£ . - 1t o e . .
orm type (Wluull the UC 11 11MitS OI transauce I'CprIlSC) as a
Frrenntimem ~E Fonrzamcs it da amAd ilan Tam ol MLl csrmsy £ 2
Tulictoull 01 Heyucliny, Hpuuac, dalia puisc I1CHgLuL. 1118 wave 1 1118
delivered directly to the power amplifier of the chirp transceiver
through a digital-to-analog signal converter, linear amplifier, and analog
ilter
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2 e system. The bubble pulser generates a low- to m 1ge
frequenc, avelet, with a frequency content between 400 and

2,000 Hz, with most of the energy concentrated between 600 and

900 Hz. Because of the source’s low-frequency content, penetration
depth in competent materials such as sands is significantly greater than
with the 3.5-kHz system. Because the bubble pulser exhibits bandwidth
rather than single-frequency energy, the same correlation techniques to
improve resolution in chirp technology can be applied, improving the
signal/noise and resolution by a factor of two.

Based upon resuits of numerous surveys, it is recommended that multiple
systems, preferably with different frequencies and energy levels, be utilized for
all Al surveys. For mou \,oxps areagmg appucauons mgn resolution delinea-

2z AL o nro caodimmant lasiare 1o Tmian PRIV el O o 1 S
tion of surface sediment layers is uupUl tant, Icqumug ugher frequency devices
nnAdlne ahime tanhinnlams T anniieadialo aooaos PR SR TP BT S
and/or chirp technology. To accurately assess the absorption characteristics of
1 Nttt cadimante inla framniannriag anscrAamnagoing A ogrootact lhand
subbottom sediments, multiple frequencies encompassing the greatest band-
width are required.

Softwar

Reflected acoustic signals detected by the receiving array are first amplified
and filtered as needed to ensure maximum signal/noise. The amplifiers must
be linear and must exhibit no direct current bias. The AI method requires
precise knowledge of the total energy due to signal amplification. Real-time
filtering is provided at the front end of the amplifiers to reduce undesirable
noise as much as possible prior to digital sampling of data. After this prepro-
cessing, data are recorded digitally using a specially designed Digital Field
Shallow Seismic Acquisition System (DFAS).

The DFAS is designed to provide an economical means of recording shal-
low marine seismic data on commonly available computing systems. The
DFAS is an IBM-compatible hardware/software package that operates under
DOS 3.3 or greater. The system has a minimum dynamic range of 72 db and
[)IUVIULS real-time visual color display, disk-writing procedures, and a data-

Chapter 5 Rapid Measurements of Properties



Real-time data acquisition is based on the data input being wide band and
having sufficient signal/noise levels to meet standard communications quality-
-control conditions. Acquisition quality control is provided to verify that the
amplifier gains are Set for optimum signal/noise, appropriate sample rates and
trace lengths are chosen, and appropriate timing offsets are employed to maxi-
mize the reflection window. The system is designed to handle most standard
shallow sut)t)onom geopnyswal toms such as the 3.5-kHz pingers, boomers,

etc. The analog/digital converter has a 12-bit, 20-msec sampling rate with
e it catnanla A A Lo Aabd ol 100 Ly e bl Faanaad aead Ml antiinl At naan
precision Sallipic and noia NpUIICIs on uic imoin cnu 11IC acludl Upcmuuu«u

Limited postprocessing options are provided. These include horizontal-
spatial stacking, noise reduction, and linear-gain manipulation. Also, data may
be played back utilizing the spherical-spreading correction to compensate for
transmission 10ss.

Chirp data are recorded using Real-Time Correlation Acquisition (RTC10)
System shallow seismic software. This system provides real-time matched
filter correlation processing of echo time series with a true replica of the
outgoing source wavelet.

Boundary Conditions and Limitations

The AI method described by McGee, Ballard, and Caulfield (1995) repre-
sents an engineering solution to a problem of remotely assessing the physical
characteristics of marine sediments. The system is not a device capable of
assessing every conceivable geoacoustic situation occurring in the real world;
therefore, it is important that boundary conditions and limitations of the tech-
nique be understood.
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dence to a horizontally layered system. Virtually i
available underwater profiling systems produce spherical wave fronts
with either highly directional or ommdlrecuonal beam patterns. Certain
: beam pattern and bottom type combinations can significantly influence
the quality of a reflected signal. For Corps projects such as ship chan-
nels, disposal mounds, or high-energy sediment zones, the bottom topo-

graphy may not be horizontal. A rapidly changing bottom topography

[9)]
w

Chapter 5 Rapid Measurements of Properties



54

will alter the integrity of returned echoes by either redirecting the echo
away from the receiver or focusing too much energy towards the
receiver. Also, side echoes reflected off vertical objects or barriers can
produce anomalous subsurface reflectors.

Increasing impedance environment. The initial approach assumed a
geologic environment of increasing impedance layers (i.e., sediments
become more competent with depth). Whereas this assumption holds
true for many geologic situations, there exist numerous situations
where soft sediments are overlaid by more competent materials. Tech-
niques are provided to externally compensate for this condition.

Natural marine sediments. The initial impedance function used for this
technique is based on empirical data collected in naturally occurring
marine sediments from primarily deeper offshore environments. There-
fore, this algorithm, without confirmatory core information, may pro-
duce anomalous estimates in the dynamic nearshore, harbor, and
riverine environments. This is the primary reason for the regional
calibration approach.

Whereas these assumptions provide a practical engineering approach to the
solution of a very large number of problems, they may also limit the tech-
nique’s ability to correctly assess -a specific situation. There is no one single
sound source or analysis methodology that addresses all engineering and geo-
logical requirements.

Limitations

As with any remote sensing technique, limitations that exist in the system
must be understood to appropriately use the method. The most common fault
encountered in geophysical studies is improper application of a given technique
for a given study objective. The following limitations exist for the Al
technique:

a.

b.

Signal/noise ratio. The ability to accurately assess any environment is
strictly a function of the quality of data obtained. Low signal/noise
data will produce poor quality results or possibly no results at all. The
Al method limits its processing to data with a signal/noise ratio greater
than 5 db. It is wise to be suspicious of impedance predictions in areas
of poor signal/noise. Fortunately, most noise problems can be corrected
through effective vessel mobilization and acoustic calibrations.

Layer identification. Unique sediment units can be identified only
when an impedance change exists. Gradual change in soil type may
not result in an impedance differential large enough to produce a
reflection.

Chapter 5 Rapid Measurements of Properties
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Resolution. Vertical resolution

nd ultimate depth of penetration are

dependent on the frequency of the sound wave. Higher operating fre-
quencies permit greater resolution of marine sediments but shallower
depth of energy penetration, depending on the characteristics of sub-
bottom materials. Also, in high-attenuation sediments, higher fre-
quencies are attenuated at a higher rate than low frequencies, resulting
in degradation of resolution and errors in absorption estimates for very
deep layers. A number of field techniques and processing method-
ologies available now concurrently improve resolution and depth of
penetration. However, it cannot be overemphasized that these tech-
niques require data with high signal/noise ratios.

| VY PFY P IO0 S « [ RY L A T2 T arn narn mzaw ~F sl ol s mmc e A e
MMIULLpLE rejieciiony 1V1UlLlple aic one U C pllllldly Causcey U adta-
quality h"‘lo"w' marine seismic measuremem Unlike

continnity nltinlac ~ran eacily he m1crq|fon ‘Fr\r' roal Aata r~roata co
WULELIIAUEL Y Allulllyl\/o wail vuoxx] UL liiouansid ivai yawa, vivate i1ailov
structures. and chanee reflectivitv estimates. Precentlv. no multinle-
structures, ang change reiicClvily estiimales. rresenily, no mullipie
suppression techniques have been developed and adapted to the Al

: pe
system of software products. Therefore, for qualitative analysis, the
maximum depth of investigation is bounded by the first multiple reflec-
tion that is approximately equal to the water depth. This can become a
very limiting factor in shallow-water surveys.

Beam pattern or directivity. Experience has shown that beam pattern
and transducer directivity contribute significantly to signal degradation.
Sloping bottoms and rapidly dipping reflection horizons cause incon-
sistent reflection data through focusing and defocusing of the incident
energy. Rough irregular bottoms with numerous scatterers will specu-
larly disperse energy away from the receiving array. For quantitative
analysis, minimization of the beam angle, either mrougn beam steering

........... ot 11 o N 1. r‘ u,

OrF Teceiver 10CUSiﬁg, Wil l]prOVC results Slgi ncanuy and will m(ely

In its present state of development, Al processing of seismic-reflection data
provides a reasonably accurate, continuous description of bottom and subbot-
tom marine sediment characteristics in a rapid cost-effective manner. Density
can be acousticaily derived to within £10 percent of in situ conditions. Prop-
erly calibrated surveys provide Corps Districts with the following results:

a.

b.

Continuone cnhhbattom informatin nr nlannino and decioning dradoing
LUNUNROUS SUOOCUUIIT HHOHNau0n 105 praining and GeSigning Gréaging
and sampling proerams
and samping programs.
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d. Detailed and continuous oeologic database for aiding long-term nlan-
d. Detalled and continuous geologic database Ior aiding long-term pian

If properly implemented in the project planning stages, Al provides valu-
able data on the distribution and extent of differing marine sediments, aids in
locating optimal placements of sampling cores, and supplements previously
obtained soil borings by providing continuous profile coverage of sediment
characteristics between sample locations. A typical Al project flowchart and
an Al data-processing flowchart are shown in Figures 15 and 16, respectively.
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Seismic Data Acquisition

{.

Phase lI: Data Processing

Survey Maps
Integrate Seismic/Navigation

Tida Carrantinng
1iGC LOITSCUlnNsS

Bathymetry Maps
» Contour Plois
» Depth Profiles

Ninital Calicmin MNats Tassba AL
wignai oclauub vdid l'l\.l\..cbbllly & FldybDdUR

Phase IlI: Sediments Phase IV: Geoacoustic Model
Develop Direct Sampling Plan Equipment Calibrations

Vibracore Sample Collection Modeling of Surface Sediment
Laboratory Analysis > Density vs. impedance

» Grain Size »> Grain Size vs. Impedance

» USCS Classification Absorption Modeling

Additional Analysis Subbottom Analysis

» Shepard Classification Final Analysis

» Wentworth Scale > Stratigraphic Profiles

> Mean Grain Size » Sediment Characterization

Figure 15. Typical Al projec
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who perform the actual dredging operations. This will significantly reduce the
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impact of contractor claims regarding differing and changed site conditions.

1e procedure begins with a review of ail available existing information.

I

in situ material characteristics.

1

o

geotechnical site investigation for a dredging project.

The objective of a geotechnical site investigation for a dredging project is
to obtain the most complete and accurate estimate of the location. and character
of the materials to be dredged that is possible within the limits of available
time, money, and practicality. Spigolon (1993b) developed a strategy for a

[}

Descriptors for Bottom Sediments to be Dredged

the geotechnical engineers making subsurface investigations to the contr.
Geotechnical site-investigation strategy for dredg

means the ability to excavate underwater, re

[®)]
0
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geophysical studies using Al subbottom profiling or other suitable methods
Ground-truth correlation is required. If updated geotechnical information is
now sufficjent for the project, the site investigation is terminated. If the
amended subsurface profile prediction is still not sufficient, then a geotechnical
physical site-exploration plan is formulated. The number and location of the
test sites will be dictated by site variability. At each test site, specific depths
and methods are selected for sampling and testing the subbottom materials

Sampling depth may be reached by drilling or digging pits. A description and
classification are made for each sample. The new geotechnical information is
summarized and reviewed for consistency with the predicted profile. If the
revised subbottom profile is now sufficient for the project, the site investiga-
tion is terminated. However, if more information is required, then additional
geophysical and/or geotechnical sampling and testing are done. This iteration
is continued until a point of sufficiency is reached.

Soil properties data can be communicated in two basic ways: (a) raw num-
erical soil-identification test data, and (b) descriptors. A descriptor is defined
as “‘a word, phrase, or alphanumeric symbol used to identify an item.” Numer-
ical test data can be communicated easily using computer database methods.
However, tt 1cthy > indicate or i dredgeability directly.
Descriptive terms provide word equivalents for the numbers resulting from

soil-identification tests. When numerical definitions for the words are consis-
tent, word descriptors are practical for communicating information.

4=}
(o]

Spigolon (1993a), Leshchinsky (1994), and Richter and Leshchinsky (1994)
have proposed consistent descriptive terms for sediments to be dredged. These
descriptive terms are then related to a classification system for indicating or
readily inferring the dredgeability of in situ sediments. The proposed dredging
classification system places all materials in one of eight groups, each with
different fundamental dredging characteristics. New-work dredging may
encounter any of the eight groups. The eight groups are (a) rock and coral,
(b) shale and cemented soils, (¢) boulders and cobbles, (d) clean granular soils,
(e) friabie mixed-grain soiis, (f) cohesive soils, (g) highly organic soils, and

ui 1 these eight groups are considered from the standpoint
uations: (a) geotechnical, (b) exca-

1

fluid mud.
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Geotechnical evaluation of the dredgeability of sediments using

GEODREDG
Spigolon and Bakeer (1993) developed a KBES called GEODREDG (o

provide access to recorded expertise and guidance rom experts in their



respective fields for the use of project planners, geotechnical engineers, and
dredging estimators. GEODREDG consists of two interrelated KBES pro-

Pt orates s ni ol T TNTS T TN Y

.grams. (GEOSITE and DREDGABL) that have been Geveloped as part of the

OVCrd.ll SYSICIIL. -

technical engineering experts for the selection of equipment and methods for a
subsurface investigation at an individual exploration site for a dredging project.
It is assumed that the number and locations of the exploration sites have previ-
ously been established and that there is a general knowledge of the types of
sediments to be expected at the site. GEOSITE can be used to specify the

following: (a) sediment sampling methods, (b) in situ strength testing
methods, considering all of the appropriate sampler/testing method combina-
tions, (c) methods for accessing the sampling/testing depth, (d) sediment field
work platforms, and (e) material identification tests.

DREDGABL. The objective of DREDGABL is to provide guidance from
geotechnical engineering and dredging experts for the interpretation of sedi-
ment test and observation data in terms of the dredgeability of the sediment.
DREDGABL is intended for use by dredging project estimators and planners
working for the Corps of Engineers, dredging contractors, or dredging consui-
tants. It can aiso be applied by geotechnical engineers and engineering geo-

AGiate inunlaa A PGP PPy - P I S D N DIy v ‘;A.__A__- S T

luglblb involved in dredging project siie investigations o deiermine the
nnnnnn wnrmnrting that nea fmmmrnetamt €hae Aeadonnhilits: Aavralivatinnmae
DCU““CIII lJ UPTIULD Uldl aIC HHpultaiil 101 UICTUECavilily Cvaiudauulild.,

Site characterization is of special concern when rock is to be dredged by
mechanical (nonblasting) excavation. Differing site condition claims are com-
monly based on the contention that rock encountered is harder to dredge with
available equipment than the contractor had inferred from bidding documents.
Such claims necessarily hinge on either the characterization of the rock mate-
rial or the predicted performance of particular dredging equipment in excavat-
ing such material, the two being interrelated.

Drilling parameter recorder
The drilling parameter recorder (DPR) is a generic name for systems used
to record the operating characl ristics of a drill rig. For site characterization

work, the data record must be in direct correspondence to position in the bore-
hole. The DPR system develooed by Smith (1994) is the ﬁrst of its kind to be
used in the United States. In using the DPR, noncoring drilling operations
over water use a tri-cone roller bit to produce a DPR record without the need
for setting casing and can attain a much faster drilling rate than coring opera-
tions. Recorded drilling parameters are correlated with a small number of
cored holes, usually paired with roller bit holes and produced without moving
the drilling platform. Such a site-specific correlation method is especially

Chapter 6 Synopsis
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important where conditions are highly variable and a large number of bore-
holes are needed to obtain adequate site coverage.

The DPR is a data-acquisition system that monitors, measures, and records
various physical parameters that reflect the operation of the drill rig, thereby
producing a record of the characteristics of the formation being drilled. Eight
parameters can be measured, quantified, and recorded on an analog graphical
plotter and digitally recorded on tape by a microcomputer integrated into the
equipment: (a) drill fluid pressure, (b) relative torque indicated by pressure to
hydraulic motor for the drill string, (¢) downthrust on the drill bit, (d) rate of
advance (penetration speed), (¢) rotation rate, (f) holdback pressure on drill
string, (g) reflected vibrations (accelerations), and (h) time to drill one digi-
tized increment of depth. DPR results correlate well with UCS.

Point load test

The point load test (PLT) was originally proposed as a means of providing
for destructive strength testing of hard rock with a portable apparatus, such
that the tests produced could be correlated with UCS. Much of the costly
laboratory testing requiring large stationary machines could be avoided. Smith
(1994) conducted a testing program to demonstrate the applicability of the PLT
for weak saturated rock found in many coastal dredging project locations and
to determine any correlation of weak rock strength with UCS. It was found
that correlation factors for weak saturated rock materials could easily be one
half or less of published values for hard rock. A database system was devel-
oped to store, retrieve, and compare rock test data: the point load index and
unconfined compressive strength (PLUCS) database system. PLUCS is an
open-ended system, which presently (1995) contains data from over 400 rock
tests from 10 different material sources.

Measurement and Definition of Navigable Depth
in Fluff and Fluid Mud

Thick layers of fluid mud occur at some times and at some places, espe-
cially in estuaries and navigation channels along the gulf coast of the United
States. If the density and viscosity of a particular mud are sufficiently low, it
is navigable; however, the margin between navigable and nonnavigable fluid-
mud conditions is ill-defined, leading to unsafe navigation and/or inefficient
dredging. Fluid mud causes rapid shoaling and special problems by obscuring
the bottom to conventional acoustic methods for hydrographic surveying such
as the fathometer. Benefits of a more precise determination of mud bottom
depth include improved efficiency in maintenance operations through better
definition of what areas actually require dredging or have been sufficiently
dredged, and establishing more meaningful dredging priorities and scheduling.

Chapter 6 Synopsis



A fluid-mud surveying system was developed by Teeter (1992a,b, 1994)
and Alexander, Teeter, and Banks (in preparation) that integrated an instru-

- mented towed sled, a conventional dual-frequency acoustic depth-sounder, and
hydrographic survey positioning-control and logging components. The towed
sled has nuclear-transmission density, pressure, cable tension, and multiple tilt
Sensors.
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Field evaluations of the towed sled for surveying navigation channels con-
gested with fluid mud showed that the surveys are repeatable and relatively
insensitive to operating conditions. Both the towed-sled concept and the hard-
ware developed to demonstrate the concept were proven to be sound. Acoustic
depth surveys are satisfactory in most areas, but can be augmented by towed-
sled data to provide improved information for judging navigation conditions,
dredging needs, and dredging effectiveness in those locations where navigation
channels are obstructed by fluid mud.
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The purpose of research bv Ballard et al. (1993) and McGee, Ballard
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Caulfield ( 1995) was to develop a technique to rapidly, remotely, and effi-
ciently determine characteristics of subbottom marine sediments as they relate
to dredging. The study had to develop the theoretical concept, assemble the
equipment, and field test a waterborne seismic Al technique for subbottom
imaging. This required development of an electronic package to send and
analyze acoustic signals to provide geophysical information such as density,
shear strength, and grain size from the acoustic reflectivity strength of the
signals. The AI technique assesses engineering properties of shallow marine
sediments and provides virtually continuous coverage for delineation of both
horizontal and vertical extent of those sediments. Several Al surveys have
been conducted successfully.
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properties of marine sediments thereby classifying iithostratigraphy Expen'—
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and correlated with ground-truth inf )
continuous coverage of subbottom matenals w1th dlgltal terram modelmg tech-
niques, rapid and accurate computations can be made of volume and material
type to be removed by dredging. Computer-generated sediment densities

within the project area can be displayed in a color-coded 3-D view.

The volume of any material to be removed can be easily calculated. To
estimate volume of material to be dredged, a continuous 3-D computer model
of the subbottom data must be generated for each survey line. A 3-D perspec-
tive model consisting of a composite of data from all individual survey lines
may be created for use in modeling proposed channel cuts, evaluating siope
ity, etc. Calculating the volume of material present within a selected are:

Amtal menoamn + A coite-

4

2 ~ Py, LW Py I SRR PR PSS R P « N
15 dCC llpubll a Uy cdaiCuidiiiig uic voiullic ol llldtcl 14l p CbCllL w1uuu uic LuI1
sponding area of each profile line model.

Properly calibrated Al surveys provide Corps Districts with (a) density
estimates of marine sediments, (b) continuous subbottom information for
planning and designing dredging and sampling programs, (c) estimates of the

volume and type of material to be dredged, and (d) a detailed and continuous

v K

geologic database for aiding long-term planning of future work.
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